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cj-c.  eye. 


My  Lord  Provost  and  Gentlemen, 


A C T, 


Few  of  you  can  have  lived  in  such  happy  seclusion,  as  to 
have  heard  nothing  of  the  medical  disturbances  which  every  now 
and  then  arise  to  agitate  our  quiet  city.  Justly  or  unjustly,  the 
Medical  Profession  has  the  reputation  of  being  wonderfully  prolific 
of  quarrels,  and  of  indulging  in  a virulence  of  recrimination  on  such 
occasions,  from  which  most  others  deem  themselves  debarred  by  con- 
siderations of  propriety.  I have  thus  prefaced  my  statement,  only 
to  assure  you  that  the  matters  I have  now  to  bring  under  your 
notice  are  quite  of  another  sort;  otherwise,  not  being  of  that  pro- 
fession, I should  not  have  felt  called  upon  to  meddle  in  the 
business.  What  I have  now  to  direct  your  attention  to  appears  to 
me,  and  I think  will  appear  to  many,  at  least,  if  not  all,  of  you,  to 
be  of  great  public  importance  to  the  community  and  to  the  Uni- 
versity; and  I feel  so  sure  of  an  open  ear  as  to  everything  which 
touches  the  welfare  of  an  institution  so  especially  bound  up  with 
many  of  our  dearest  recollections,  that  I shall  use  no  entreaties  or 
arguments  in  order  to  obtain  from  you  a patient  hearing. 

It  is  now  matter  of  notoriety  that  the  Koyal  College  of  Phy- 
sicians of  Edinburgh  has  pledged  itself,  and  each  of  its  assenting 
members,  to  have  no  dealings  with  certain  of  its  own  Fellows,  or 
with  any  other  physicians,  although  also  Graduates  of  our  Uni- 
versity, who  agree  in  observing  a doctrine  and  practice  in  medicine 
generally  known  as  the  Homoeopathic.  It  is  true  that  these  reso- 
lutions (which  I shall  quote  in  an  Appendix)  state  no  reasons  for 
thus  putting  the  Medical  Practitioners  of  Homoeopathy  be}7ond  the 
pale;  and  if,  as  I trust,  I shall  satisfy  you  that  the  principle,  or 
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rather  the  arbitrary  rule  of  communion  inculcated  by  these  reso- 
lutions is  a matter  of  public  concern,  we  shall  have  the  more  inte- 
rest in  inquiring,  what  the  grounds  can  be  upon  which  the  College 
of  Physicians  suppose  so  unusual  a course  of  conduct  to  be  merito- 
rious or  defensible.  It  is  the  more  necessary  to  call  your  attention 
to  these  Resolutions,  as  I regard  them  to  be  essentially  connected 
with  other  proceedings,  more  directly  affecting  the  University,  to 
which  I shall  presently  advert. 

Few  words  will  be  required  to  show,  that  if  one  party,  or  sect,  or 
persuasion  of  the  Medical  Profession  resolve  that  they  will  not  meet 
in  consultation  with  any  member  of  a different  party,  or  sect,  or 
persuasion,  the  public  are  injured;  and,  as  a question  of  principle, 
it  cannot  be  decided  by  counting  the  respective  numbers.  The  pro- 
scribed minority  may  in  this  case  be  small;  but  let  us  once  admit 
the  principle,  and  the  effects  may  be  disastrous.  We  may  have  the 
whole  body  cut  up  into  sects;  and  instead  of,  as  heretofore,  having 
free  choice  of  the  Avhole  Medical  Practitioners  in  Edinburgh,  in  case 
of  desiring  assistance  in  consultation  with  our  usual  medical  at- 
tendant, wTe  shall  have  to  consider  to  what  sect  he  belongs,  and  how 
many  members  of  it  there  are.  In  short,  a supplemary  list  will 
have  to  be  published  yearly  in  the  Almanack  and  Directory  for  our 
guidance,  showing  the  actual  state  of  parties.  Suppose  that  Dr 
Henderson  is  my  family  attendant.  He  is  considered  an  excellent 
stethoscopist ; he  examines  my  chest,  and,  as  the  result  of  such 
examinations  and  his  knowledge  of  the  history  of  my  health,  comes 
to  the  conclusion  that  I am  in  a consumption,  and  orders  me,  with 
directions  as  to  treatment  and  medicine,  to  Madeira.  Well,  it  is 
a lofig  way  and  a serious  change  of  life;  and  I should  like  to  have 
the'  opinion  of  Dr  Alison  or  Dr  Simpson  before  leaving  home.  I 
tell  Dr  Henderson  that  I wish  a consultation  with  one  of  them 
on  the  subject.  “Oh!”  he  replies,  “that  is  perfectly  impossible; 
neither  of  them  can  meet  with  me  without  loss  of  character.  So 
the  College  of  Physicians  has  determined.”  “ Why  on  earth  cannot 
they  meet  with  you  ? ” I ask.  “ Are  you  not  a Graduate,  and  one 
of  the  Medical  Professors,  of  the  University,  a Member  of  the 
College,  and  of  reputable  private  character?”  “I  believe  I am 
all  these,”  he  answers  me;  “ but  the  reason  is,  that  I am  a Homceo- 
pathist.”  “And  pray,  Dr  H.,  what  may  that  long  terrible  word 
mean?  Is  it  the  Greek  for  a liar,  or  a quack,  or  for  what,  that  it 
operates  as  an  impassable  bar  to  the  benevolence  and  professional 
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zeal  of  other  members  of  the  College!  ” “ Oh  no,  he  answers, 

“ it  is  nothing  at  all  so  detestable.”  “ What  is  it,  then,  to  be  a Ho- 
mceopathist  1 ” “Well,  I will  tell  you  shortly  what  it  means.  It 
imports  a belief  in  the  prevalence  of  a general  law  by  which  to  be 
guided  in  the  selection  of  remedies ; similia  sivulibus  curcintur , ex- 
pressed technically;  or,  in  plain  English,  that  the  substance  which 
produces  in  the  healthy  a resemblance  of  the  disease  will  cure  it  in 
the  sick.”  “ And  is  this  law  universally  repudiated  by  the  other 
Members  of  the  College  ? ” “ By  no  means,”  he  tells  me.  “ In 

fact,  I remember  that,  on  the  occasion  of  the  rejection  (after  a vote 
by  ballot)  of  Dr  Black’s  petition  for  admission  as  a member,  the 
President  said,  that  the  Homoeopathists  had  no  right  to  the  exclu- 
sive use  of  the  title,  for  that  on  occasions  they  all  practised  IIo- 
+■  mceopathically.  Indeed,  the  truth  is,  that  all  the  specifics  in  com- 
mon use  are  given  in  accordance  with  the  Homoeopathic  law.” 

I ask  again — “Is  that  all  that  is  implied  in  being  a Homoeo- 
pathist?”  “Strictly  speaking,  all,”  he  answers.  “Every  physician 
practising  according  to  that  law  is  a Homceopathist;  but  there  is  a 
farther  difference  in  practice  arising  out  of  this  law:  that  we  always 
give  medicines  in  much  smaller  quantities  than  they  are  otherwise 
usually  given.”  “Nothing  more!”  “Nothing  more,  I believe; 
for  I don’t  suppose  that  the  practice  of  never  giving  but  one  medi- 
cine at  a time,  and  of  always  testing  the  medicines  upon  healthy 
persons  before  giving  them  to  the  sick,  is  deemed  seriously  objec- 
tionable, however  little  practised,  by  the  other  Members  of  the 
College.”  “ Then,  the  practical  result  to  me  is,  that,  because  you 
differ  from  most  of  the  other  Members  of  your  College  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  selection,  and  on  the  right  quantities  of  medicine  (upon 
neither  of  which,  as  I understand,  the  others  are  at  all  agreed 
among  themselves),  I am  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  having  the  ad- 
vice of  any  of  them?  ” “ Precisely  so,”  he  answers. 

I shall  waste  no  more  words  in  establishing  my  position,  that 
these  proceedings  of  the  College  of  Physicians  are  of  general  con- 
cern; and  it  is  not  inadvertently,  but  considerately,  that  I have 
described  this  transaction  as  indicating  a conspiracy  of  the  Col- 
lege against  the  public.  It  appears  to  me  a violation  of  all  pro- 
priety, that  a body  so  constituted  should  pass  such  resolutions;  and, 
as  they  have  done  so,  it  is  well  the  public  should  know  it.  If  the 
Medical  Practitioners  of  Homoeopathy  are  thus  insulted  by  the 
College,  no  less  are  its  lay  adherents,  among  whom  are  many  of  the 
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most  enlightened  and  influential  of  our  citizens.  Nor  is  it  to  he  sup- 
posed that  these  notable  resolutions  will  affect  those  only  who  are 
now  adherents  of  the  proscribed  system.  On  the  contrary,  if,  as  will 
presently  appear,  that  system  is  rapidly  becoming  extended  by  daily 
conquests,  it  would  be  rash  to  say  of  those  who  now  regard  it  with 
indifference  or  aversion,  that  they  may  not  soon  be  included  among 
its  adherents.  Obviously,  it  is  personally  unsafe  for  heathens  to  be 
consenters  to  the  burning  of  Christians,  until  they  can  be  assured 
that  they  will  not  themselves  become  disciples  of  the  new  advancing 
Faith.  Besides,  persecution  in  all  forms,  as  the  history  of  the  na- 
tions has  abundantly  taught  us,  is  a game  but  too  easily  learned; 
and  the  weapons  which  we  have  forged  for  others  may  ere  long 
pierce  ourselves. 

Before  asking  your  attention  more  particularly  to  the  terms  of 
these  resolutions,  and  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Medical  Faculty  of 
the  University,  I shall  take  leave  to  say  a few  words  on  the  history 
of  the  introduction  among  us  of  the  Homoeopathic  System,  and  of 
its  progress  hitherto — a progress  so  remarkable,  that,  where  it  does 
not  lead  to  serious,  calm  inquiry,  it  is  likely  enough  to  lead  to  in- 
tense, ignorant  hostility  on  the  part  of  the  great  body  of  practi- 
tioners ; who  will  regard  it  as  an  intolerable,  monstrous  innovation, 
to  be  put  down  at  all  hazards;  if  possible,  by  force;  otherwise,  by 
calumny. 

That  the  language  I have  now  used  is  not  too  strong,  will  be 
readily  confessed  by  all  who  are  familiar  with  the  history  of  medi- 
cine. It  is  notorious,  that  one  after  another  its  great  reformers 
have  suffered  martyrdom  at  the  hands  of  their  fellow-practitioners; 
and  to  the  law  that  each  remarkable  improvement  in  medical  prac- 
tice has  entailed  upon  its  author  general  obloquy  and  loss  of  prac- 
tice there  arc  probably  very  few  exceptions.  On  such  a subject 
there  is  no  need  to  refer  to  authorities;  but,  in  case  of  any  doubting 
what  I say,  I shall  quote  a sentence  or  two  from  a recent  paper  by 
Dr  Simpson,  the  present  distinguished  President  of  the  College  of 
Physicians.*  I quote  the  following  passage  the  rather  that  it  seems 
to  me  expressly  applicable  to  the  large-minded,  sagacious  Hahne- 
mann— undoubtedly  one  of  the  most  accomplished  men  of  his  day  in 
science  and  philosophy,  whatever  judgment  may  be  formed  of  the 


* Etherization  in  Surgery.  Part  I.  Monthly  Journal  of  Medical  Science, 
September,  1847.  Fp.  146 — 152. 
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merits  of  his  therapeutic  laws.  “From  time  to  time,”  writes  Dr 
Simpson,  “ in  the  march  of  medicine  and  other  allied  sciences,  some 
earnest  and  expanded  mind  conceives  and  elaborates  a great  and 
novel  thought,  destined,  in  its  practical  application,  to  ameliorate  the 
condition,  and  promote  the  happiness,  of  mankind.  But,  hitherto, 
almost  as  often  as  the  human  intellect  has  been  thus  permitted  to 
obtain  a new  light,  or  strike  out  a new  discovery,  human  prejudices 
and  passions  have  instantly  sprung  up  to  deny  its  truth,  or  doubt 
its  utility;  and  thus  its  first  advances  are  never  welcomed  as  the 
approach  of  a friend  to  humanity  and  science,  but  contested  and 
battled  as  if  it  were  the  attack  of  an  enemy.  Practical  medicine, 
in  its  past  career,  is  full  of  instances  illustrative  of  this  remark.” 
Of  the  truth  of  these  remarks,  it  seems  to  me  there  can  be  no  rea- 
sonable doubt;  and  I am  glad  to  find  my  views  so  distinctly  corro- 
borated by  the  very  learned  and  talented  President  of  the  College. 
Vaccination  is  the  instance  he  makes  choice  of  in  the  paper  from 
which  I quote  (and  to  which  I refer  those  who  may  be  interested  in 
the  inquiry);  in  reference  to  which,  perhaps  the  greatest  of  com- 
monly received  modern  improvements  in  medical  practice,  “by  which 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  human  lives  throughout  Europe  are  esti- 
mated to  have  been  saved,”  the  author  of  the  article  adduces  more 
than  abundant  evidence  that  it  formed  no  exception  to  the  general 
law  of  resistance  and  persecution — the  intensity  of  which  may  sur- 
prise some  of  our  readers.  Indeed,  with  all  the  violence  of  denun- 
ciation directed  against  the  Homceopathists  by  their  fellow-gra- 
duates, we  believe  the  following,  directed  against  Dr  Jenner’s  great 
discovery,  has  hardly  been  exceeded.  “The  vaccine,”  exclaimed 
one  enemy  of  cow-pox  inoculation,  “ was  the  damnedest  thing  ever 
proposed;  he  wished  the  inventors  were  all  hanged,  and  he  would 

give  his  vote  for  its  being  done.”*  Again,  Dr  Simpson  writes: 

“ The  history  of  cow-pox  is  certainly  calculated  to  teach  us  this  one 
lesson,  that,  in  relation  to  the  truth  of  any  novel  doctrine  or  prac- 
tice, such  as  vaccination  or  etherization,  adverse  opinions  and  pre- 
judgments are — however  strongly  entertained,  or  however  strongly 
expressed — not  in  themselves  adequate,  as  some  at  the  present  time 
would  seem  to  believe,  to  decide  the  whole  matter  in  dispute,  either 
in  one  direction  or  another.  ’ How  far  the  learned  writer,  who  found 


Moore  s Reply  to  the  Anti- Vaccinists,  1 BOG,  p.  14.  Quoted  in  the  paper  re- 
ferred to,  p.  150. 
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it  necessary  to  make  such  remarks  by  way  of  obviating  opposition 
to  bis  own  greatly  beneficial  innovation,  the  use  of  chloroform,  is 
prepared  to  apply  them  to  Hahnemann’s,  I cannot  tell.  He  was  in 
the  chair,  as  President  of  the  College,  when  the  famous  resolutions 
were  unanimously  passed;  and  I am  not  aware  that  he  has  in  any 
way  disclaimed  the  part  in  this  adoption  which  will  naturally  be 
allotted  to  him.  I should  be  sorry  to  think  that  he  has  so  imper- 
fectly learned  the  lesson,  which  he  was  so  lately  enforcing  upon 
others,  when  he  wrote  the  sentence  last  quoted.  Whatever  he  may 
do,  I have  no  difficulty  in  making  such  an  application  of  his  words; 
and  I am  confident  that  I carry  writh  me  the  judgment  of  unpreju- 
diced and  wise  men  when  I say,  that  to  pass  such  a sentence  against 
Homoeopathy  and  its  practitioners,  without  inquiry,  or  reasons 
alleged,  on  the  part  of  the  College,  is  a course  of  conduct  to  be 
justly  reprobated;  that  their  decision  on  the  matter  is  one  of  those 
“ pre-judgments  which  are  not  adequate  to  decide  the  matter  in 
dispute,”  and  which  are  in  truth  entitled  to  very  little  respect.  If 
it  shall  appear,  then,  that  the  great  therapeutic  law,  proposed  by 
Hahnemann,  and  alleged  to  be  proved  by  induction,  has  met  with 
great  opposition  from  the  general  body  of  the  profession,  and  has 
been  denounced  by  colleges,  even  with  extreme  violence  of  lan- 
guage; such  facts  will  to  the  cautious  inquirer  afford  no  sort  of  pre- 
sumption against  its  truth  and  final  establishment.  If  it  be  true, 
of  course  it  will,  perhaps  after  long  waiting,  but  certainly  in  the  end, 
prevail;  even  if  it  be  in  wdiole  or  in  part  untrue,  these  are  not  the 
legitimate  or  effectual  means  of  proving  its  falsity.  If  the  system 
have  no  foundation  in  nature,  careful,  patient,  dispassionate  investi- 
gation is  the  right  vray  of  showdng  it  to  be  so;  and  they  will  be  only 
the  foolish  or  timid,  whose  judgments  on  the  subject  will  be  much 
influenced  by  the  impromptu  denunciations  of  Colleges.  Like  every- 
thing else,  it  will  stand  or  fall  according  to  its  true  merits,  which 
only  those  can  profitably  pronounce  upon  who  have  fairly  investi- 
gated them;  and  there  may  be  apparent  such  a measure  of  animo- 
sity as  will  disqualify  for  such  an  investigation  those  who  would  be 
otherwise  deemed  well  prepared  for  it.  I have  now,  according  to 
my  promise,  to  say  something  of  the  introduction  among  us,  and  of 
the  progress,  of  Homoeopathy. 

Ten  years  ago,  the  name  was  almost  unknown  to  the  public  of 
Edinburgh;  for  it  wras  in  October,  1841,  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Stockbridge  were  puzzled  by  the  superscription  over  the  door  of 
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one  of  the  houses  in  that  district  of  the  new  strange  word.  The  sign 
bore  “ Homoeopathic  Dispensary.”  The  institution  was  under  the 
charge  of  Dr  Rutherfurd  Russell  and  Dr  Francis  Black,  who  are 
stated  to  have  independently,  but  simultaneously,  determined  to  pur- 
sue in  Edinburgh  the  practice  of  their  profession,  according  to  the 
system  thus  indicated.  As  they  regarded  the  mode  of  treatment 
they  intended  to  pursue  to  differ  most  importantly  from  the  more 
common  modes,  they  appear  to  have  thought  it  only  a duty,  to  their 
patients  to  let  that  be  known  by  a sufficient  designation  of  the  In- 
stitution. Whatever  may  be  thought  of  the  prudence,  every  one 
must  admit  the  manly  courage  of  such  a course.  For  two  young 
men  thus  to  throw  down  the  gauntlet  before  their  equals  and  se- 
niors, in  a place  where  the  practitioners  of  medicine  are  so  many  and 
so  influential  as  they  are  in  Edinburgh,  indicated  either  strong  faith 
or  reckless  daring.  The  consistent  zeal  and  perseverance  of  both 
of  these  gentlemen,  in  the  exclusive  practice  of  the  Homoeopathic 
System,  seems  to  entitle  them  to  credit  for  an  unswerving  faith  in 
it.  They  were  young  men  at  that  time;  and  both  were  Graduates 
of  the  University  of  Edinburgh.  I am  led  to  understand  from  their 
associates  and  teachers  that,  as  students,  they  were  both  distin- 
guished for  ability  and  industry;  and  it  appears  that,  after  taking 
the  degree  of  M.D.  in  Edinburgh,  they  both  had  the  advantage  of 
foreign  travel,  and  of  study  at  one  or  more  of  the  celebrated  Conti- 
nental Schools. 

My  only  purpose  in  these  personal  remarks  (for  which  I hope  to 
be  pardoned  by  the  gentlemen  to  whom  they  refer),  is  to  establish 
this  fact — that  it  was  by  graduates  of  our  own  University,  and  these 
noways  inferior  in  status  or  acquirement  to  other  medical  practi- 
tioners, that  this  method  of  practice  was  first  introduced  into  Edin- 
burgh, or,  at  least,  publicly  professed.  The  next  medical  practitioner 
of  it  who  appeared  on  the  field  was  Dr  Wielobycki,  a native  of 
Poland,  who  (as  he  states  in  a recent  letter  to  the  Editor  of  the 
“Witness,”  June  7,  1851),  after  having  obtained  the  degree  of 
Doctor  in  Philosophy  at  the  University  of  Berlin,  intending  to 
settle  in  Cracow,  was  imprisoned,  like  many  of  his  countrymen,  for 
political  reasons;  and,  like  few  of  them,  having  escaped,  made  his 
way  to  Edinburgh,  ignorant  of  our  language,  about  twelve  years 
ago.  Having  pursued  his  studies  successfully,  he  obtained  the  de- 
gree of  M.D.  from  our  University;  and,  after  having  been  for  two 
years  assistant- surgeon  at  the  Maternity  Hospital,  began  to  attend 
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the  Homoeopathic  Dispensary.  The  result  was,  that  lie  also  became  a 
confirmed  convert  to  the  new  faith,  which  he  has  now  practised  during 
many  years;  his  abilities  and  indomitable  energy  having  secured  for 
him,  in  spite  of  all  the  disadvantages  of  a foreign  origin  and  motlier- 
sj:>eech,  a large  and  lucrative  practice;  indeed,  a strong  position  in 
the  hard-fought  field  of  our  Scottish  metropolis.  From  Dr  Lyschinski, 
another  native  of  Poland,  Avho  has  attached  to  himself  many  influ- 
ential friends,  also  a devoted  disciple  of  Homoeopathy,  there  is  no 
published  statement  to  which  I can  refer.  The  next  convert  whom 
I have  to  name  is  Dr  Henderson.  It  is  quite  superfluous  to  say 
anything  on  the  head  of  Dr  Henderson’s  distinguished  acquirements. 
The  fact  that  he  was  selected  by  the  patrons,  out  of  all  the  candi- 
dates proposed  for  their  consideration,  as  the  best  qualified  for  the 
chair  of  General  Pathology  in  the  University,  speaks  volumes.  It 
is  also  quite  notorious,  and  indeed  appears  from  the  certificates  pi*o- 
duced  by  him,  that  he  held  a very  high  place  in  the  estimation  of 
the  members  of  his  profession,  until  he  was  found  to  have  been  ex- 
perimentally testing,  and  finally  to  have  adopted,  the  Homoeopathic 
system.  His  “ Inquiry  into  the  Homoeopathic  Practice  of  Medicine” 
was  published  so  long  ago  as  184-5;  and  the  large  experience  he  has 
since  acquired,  in  a very  extensive  practice,  appears  to  have  fully 
confirmed  to  him  the  convictions,  which  were  the  result  of  careful 
but  more  limited  experiments  on  the  subject  of  the  action  of  Ho- 
moeopathic remedies.  He  began,  and  it  was  his  intention  to  have 
pursued,  the  practice  of  this  method  in  the  Infirmary,  as  Professor 
of  Clinical  Medicine,  and  one  of  the  Physicians  to  the  Institution; 
but,  the  Managers  having  requested  that  he  would  discontinue  such 
practice,  he  felt  his  duty  rather  to  resign,  which  he  accordingly  tells 
us  he  did,  at  the  termination  of  the  course  of  lectures  which  he  was 
then  delivering.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  so  good  an  opportunity 
of  testing  the  value  of  the  Homoeopathic  system  should  thus  have 
been  lost. 

It  seems  unnecessary  for  my  present  purpose  to  inquire  how  many 
other  disciples  from  among  the  Graduates  of  the  Edinburgh  Univer- 
sity  the  new  doctrine  can  justly  boast  of.  I am  told  they  arc  not  a 
few.  It  may,  perhaps,  be  worth  mentioning  what  is  told  of  Aber- 
crombie; that,  some  one  having  mentioned  to  him  that  Dr  Hender- 
son was  engaged  in  the  investigation  of  Homoeopathy,  lie  said 
something  to  this  effect— “ I am  glad  of  it;  now  we  shall  sec  whether 
I here  is  any  truth  in  it;”  and  of  Davidson,  that  he  said  to  a friend, 
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that,  had  he  been  a younger  man,  he  should  have  thought  it  his 
duty  to  study  the  system.  We  have  few,  if  any,  remaining  who 
deserve  to  be  named  with  such  men  as  these.  It  appears  also,  fiom 
a published  letter  of  Liston’s,  that,  before  his  death,  he  had  become 
convinced  of  the  efficacy  of  the  Homoeopathic  remedies. 

If  it  be  asked,  What  has  been  the  progress  of  Homoeopathy  among 
our  laity  ? the  question  is  not  easily  answered.  W e learn  from  the  last 
Annual  Report  of  the  Homoeopathic  Dispensary,  now  before  me, issued 
under  the  authority  of  a most  respectable  Committee  of  Manage- 
ment, that  the  Institution  was  founded  more  than  nine  years  ago, 
having  been  in  effective  operation  the  whole  of  that  time;  during 
which  “ there  have  been  in  all  above  fifteen  thousand  patients  entered 
on  the  books;”  and,  from  one  of  the  previous  Annual  Reports,  it  ap- 
pears that  patients  have  come  even  from  distant  parts  of  Scotland 
for  the  sake  of  attending  it.  Looking  over  the  list  of  subscribers  to 
this  institution,  one  would  say  that  it  is  distinguished  as  containing 
the  names  of  many  persons  of  the  highest  respectability.  It  may  be 
in  the  recollection  of  many  of  our  citizens,  that,  during  the  pre- 
valence of  cholera  in  Edinburgh  (1847-48),  the  physicians  of  this 
Dispensary,  with  the  assistance  of  a resident  house-surgeon,  gave 
attendance  at  all  hours,  day  and  night,  for  the  relief  of  the  poor; 
and  the  second  Annual  Report  states  the  returns  communicated  to 
the  Board  of  Health  to  show,  that  no  fewer  than  236  cases  of  cholera 
were  thus  treated;  the  physicians  visiting  patients  in  all  parts  of  the 
city  and  its  suburbs.  The  results  of  this  treatment  seem  to  have 
been  eminently  successful. 

But  the  system  is  not  native  to  Scotland,  although  introduced 
among  us  by  Graduates  of  our  own  University.  It  had  been  prac- 
tised in  England  before  it  was  practised  here.  Still  earlier,  it  had 
been  extensively  practised  on  the  Continent. 

It  is  now  just  one  hundred  years  since  Hahnemann  was  born;  and 
in  Leipzig,  from  which  he  was  banished,  while  as  yet  an  “ unaccre- 
dited hero,”  there  is  to  be  a statue  erected  to  his  memory,  during 
next  month  (August),  in  one  of  the  most  public  squares  of  the  city. 
There,  as  well  as  in  Vienna  and  elsewhere,  there  have  long  been  in 
operation  Hospitals  in  which  the  practice  is  exclusively  Homoeo- 
pathic; and  the  system,  at  first  prohibited,  is  now  distinctly  recog- 
nised by  the  respective  governments  in  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Saxony, 
not  to  mention  the  lesser  German  States.  It  has  long  been  exten- 
sively practised  in  Paris;  and  the  distinguished  M.  D’Amador,  Pro- 
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fessor  of  Pathology  in  the  University  of  Montpelier,  has,  for  many 
years,  publicly  taught  it,  as  yet  without  molestation.  In  England, 
its  progress  has  been  very  rapid.  Ten  years  ago,  there  were  pro- 
bably not  ten  physicians  practising  it.  Now,  as  appears  from  an 
alphabetical  list  appended  to  the  last  number  of  the  “ British  Jour- 
nal of  Homoeopathy,”  it  numbers,  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  no 
fewer  than  one  hundred  and  forty-eight  meelical  practitioners.  Ile- 
cently,  two  Hospitals  have  been  opened  in  London,  and  one  in  Man- 
chester, for  the  practice  of  it.  I have  before  me  a copy  of  the  con- 
stitution of  one  of  those  in  London,  termed  “ the  Hahnemann 
Hospital,”  with  a list  of  subscriptions  annexed.  It  is  under  the 
distinguished  patronage  of  the  Chevalier  Bunsen,  the  Duke  of 
Hamilton,  and  the  Earl  of  Wilton;  and  Lord  Robert  Grosvenor  is 
president;  three  of  the  five  vice-presidents  being  Members  of  Par- 
liament. In  case  you  have  any  curiosity  to  look  at  it,  I shall  send 
it  you,  my  Lord  Provost,  along  with  this  letter.  I think  you  will 
agree  with  me,  that  the  adherents  of  Homoeopathy,  among  whom 
are  included  such  variously  distinguished  men  as  the  Archbishops 
of  Canterbury  and  of  Dublin,  the  late  Dr  Arnold,  the  Chevalier 
Bunsen,  Principal  Scott  of  Owens’  College,  the  Marquess  of  Anglesea, 
and  Richard  Cobden,  are  not  likely  to  allow  themselves  to  be  put 
down  by  the  Edinburgh  or  by  any  other  College  of  Physicians. 
Perhaps  some  of  our  courtly  friends  will  be  interested  to  learn,  that 
last  month  there  was  a grand  bazaar  in  London,  for  the  benefit  of  this 
Hospital,  under  the  auspices  of  no  less  august  a patroness  than 
H.R.II.  the  Duchess  of  Kent. 

’I  have  mentioned  the  “ British  Journal  of  Ilomceopathy.”  It 
was  begun  in  1813,  and  has  now  reached  the  ninth  volume.  It  is 
not  popular,  but  strictly  medical;  and,  so  far  as  I have  had  occa- 
sion to  read  it,  will  bear  comparison,  I think,  with  the  best  of  the 
other  medical  journals.  However  that  be,  that  a Quarterly  Journal 
should  have  been  maintained  for  so  long  a time,  is  a fact  the  signi- 
ficance of  which  I need  not  point  out.  As  illustrative  of  the  wide 
extension  of  the  same  views  in  the  United  States  of  America,  I may 
mention  that  Radde,  a publisher  in  New  York,  has  found  it  worth 
his  while  to  reprint  this  journal,  and,  as  he  states,  to  the  large 
amount  of  one  thousand  copies. 

Such  being  the  origin  in  Edinburgh,  and  such  the  present  accept- 
ance of  the  Homoeopathic  doctrines,  I have  no  doubt  you  will  agree 
in  my  conclusion,  that,  whether  true  or  false,  it  has  claims  to  re- 
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spectful  attention;  if  not  for  its  own  sake,  for  the  sake  at  least  of 
those  who  are  its  resolute  and  conscientious  adherents  and  practi- 
tioners. I shall  now  call  your  attention  more  particularly  to  the 
treatment  which  it  and  they  have  lately  received  at  the  hands  of 
our  Royal  College  of  Physicians.  The  resolutions  which  afford  the 
text  for  my  remarks  will  be  found  in  the  Appendix;  but,  indeed, 
after  what  has  been  already  said,  I think  it  quite  unnecessary  to  make 
many  observations  upon  them.  Disregarding  their  clumsy,  inappro- 
priate form  and  phraseology,  the  substance  of  them  seems  to  be  as 
follows: — (1.)  That  the  College  had  said  before  that  it  would  have  no 
dealings  with  the  Homoeopathists;  (2.)  That  it  requires  those  of  its 
members  who  have  adopted  the  forbidden  views  to  resign;  (3.)  “ In- 
asmuch as  no  Fellow  of  this  College,  nor  any  other  physician,  can, 
by  any  possibility,  without  derogating  from  his  own  honour,  and 
from  the  honour  of  the  profession,  meet  practitioners  of  Homoeo- 
pathy in  consultation,  or  co-operate  with  them  in  the  other  common 
duties  of  professional  life;”  and  (4.)  That  unless  they  so  resign 
they  may  look  for  expulsion. 

The  first,  second,  and  fourth  I may  take  together;  the  third  I 
shall  consider  separately.  The  three  together  just  seem  to  amount 
to  this — that  the  College  never  has  tolerated,  and  never  will  tolerate, 
Homoeopathists;  the  other  (3)  expresses  the  only  reason — because  it 
would  be  in  derogation  from  the  honour  of  any  Fellow  of  the  College 
to  meet  a Homceopathist  in  consultation.  How  or  why  it  should 
be  so,  the  College  does  not  deign  to  inform  us.  Ipse  dixit  that  it  is 
so — is  not  that  enough  for  us  and  for  them?  Not  exactly,  I am 
afraid.  It  wont  do  just  to  say,  “ I am  a better  soldier.”  We  add — 
“ Let  it  appear  so;  show  us  in  what  respects  you  claim  superiority, 
and  we  shall  give  you  all  due  honours.  All  that  the  public  knoAv 
in  these  respects  is,  that  you  are  the  more  numerous  of  the  two — 
that,  at  the  meeting  referred  to,  you  were  even  unanimous.  If  you 
be  many,  and  they  be  few,  such  measures  taken  against  a small 
minority  may  expose  you  to  the  charge  of  cowardice,  as  well  as  in- 
justice. And  if  it  be  the  case,  as  is  alleged,  that,  in  some  five  years, 
as  many  of  your  members  have  become  converts  to  the  new  faith  so 
devoutly  abhorred  by  you,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  you  have  made 
no  converts  from  their  ranks,  there  is  no  great  room  for  your  boast- 
ing.  It  is  a mere  matter  of  time  and  figures  to  calculate  in  how 
many  years,  at  the  same  rate  of  convei*sion,  the  majority  will  be  on 
the  other  side;  or,  in  how  much  longer  a period,  should  the  threat- 
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ened  expulsion  of  all  converts  be  put  in  execution,  your  College 
will  have  become  extinct  by  this  process  of  exhaustion.” 

It  appears,  indeed,  from  the  first  resolution,  which  assumes  that 
Dr  Black’s  rejection,  on  a vote  by  ballot,  was  upon  the  sole  ground 
of  his  having  made  profession  of  Homoeopathy — that,  otherwise,  he 
would  have  been  admitted.  There  was  then  no  alleged  inferiority 
in  status,  reputation,  or  professional  attainment,  except  that  he  had 
embraced  this  hated  heresy.  In  short,  the  College  says,  that  the 
practitioners  of  Homoeopathy  are  inferior  to  the  other  members,  be- 
cause the  other  members  are  superior  to  them;  it  all  rests  on  their 
good  opinion  of  themselves;  possibly  a reason  for  great  complacency 
on  their  part,  but  hardly  a sufficient  answer  to  the  Homoeopathists. 
What  if  they  say,  as  some  of  them  do  in  too  unmeasured  terms,  that 
they  are  the  superiors,  the  others  the  inferiors?  If  the  matter  is  to  be 
at  all  decided,  we  must  have  a more  objective  independent  test  than 
their  respective  opinions  of  their  own  merits.  Two  obvious  tests 
suggest  themselves:  the  course  of  general  and  medical  education 
attested  by  graduation,  and  the  relative  success  in  practice.  On  the 
first  of  these,  the  College  has  nothing  to  say.  It  cannot  pretend, 
with  any  plausibility,  that  its  felloAvs  are  in  any  respect  better  edu- 
cated than  the  practitioners  of  Homoeopathy  whom  we  have  named. 
Nay,  on  the  contrary,  the  Homoeopathists  seem  fairly  entitled,  in 
this  respect,  to  claim  superiority,  inasmuch  as,  besides  being  familiar 
with  all  the  medical  and  general  knowledge  required  as  the  condi- 
tion of  graduation,  they  have  also  acquired,  as  the  condition  of 
Homoeopathic  practice,  familiarity  with  a detailed  and  delicate  sys- 
tem of  Pharmacy.  On  the  other  head — success  in  practice — the  com- 
parison is  not  so  easy*  This,  however,  it  is  right  to  say,  that  the 
converts  to  the  young  faith  are  always  anxiously  challenging  the 
comparison,  and,  so  far  as  in  their  power,  by  the  publication  of  hos- 
pital and  other  credible  statistics,  facilitating  the  inquiry.  It  will 
hardly  be  thought  to  the  disadvantage  of  Dr  Wielobycki,  that  he 
was  already  in  possession  of  the  degree  of  Doctor  in  Philosophy  from 
the  University  of  Berlin,  when  he  obtained  also  that  of  Doctor  of 
Medicine  from  our  own.  Were  the  College  in  a position  to  say, 
“ We  have  not  condemned  Homoeopathy  blindly;  we  have  made 
full,  anxious  trial  of  it,  and  found  it  wanting,”  then  there  would  only 
be  a conflict  of  judgments,  neither  being  entitled  ex  facie  to  prefe- 
rence. If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  College  cannot  say  this  (and  they 
have  not  said  it),  and  have  not  alleged  any  reasonable  ground  for 


their  conduct  in  this  matter,  are  we  not  entitled  to  conclude,  that 
their  pretended  superiority  is  mere  insolent  boasting,  highly  dis- 
creditable to  themselves,  and  not  likely  to  have  much  weight  with 
others?  In  one  sense  it  is  true,  that,  to  acknowledge  the  claims  of 
Homoeopathy,  is  derogatory  to  their  “ honour.  ’ There  is  a vast 
swarm  of  contemptible  creatures  hovering  about  the  outskirts  of 
that,  as  of  every  profession — alas ! some  in  the  very  midst  of  it,  who 
will  praise  this  unworthy  attempt  of  the  College  to  crush  by  force 
an  advancing  rival  system,  which  they  have  not  yet  overcome  by 
arguments  or  experiments;  and  will  be  ready  with  any  required 
amount  of  aid  in  the  form  of  calumny,  imputation  of  motives,  in- 
vention of  lies,  to  support  their  friends  within  the  College  whom 
they  are  now  loudly  applauding.  Who  but  the  basest  would  re- 
ceive “ honour”  from  such  as  these? 

I have  always  observed,  that  the  fires  of  persecution  burn  brightest 
when  men’s  faith  is  decaying.  It  is  not  he  who  feels  deeply  the  uni- 
versal supremacy  of  truth,  who  will  lightly  cry  out,  “ Heretic ! to  the 
stake!”  Rather  it  is  he  who  feels  that  he  leans  on  the  people  and 
things  round  about  him,  and  fears  that,  if  these  were  shaken,  his 
own  beliefs  would  be  left  without  support.  And  it  is  worthy  of  re- 
mark, that  the  energetic  faith  of  the  young  school  in  medicine  stands 
remarkably  contrasted  with  the  powerless  scepticism  of  the  old.  I 
say  not  that  it  will  prove  itself  to  be  altogether  well  founded — very 
probably  not;  but  I say  emphatically,  that,  well-founded  or  not, 
there  are  those  who  believe  in  it,  and,  so  help  me  God,  I will  do 
what  I can  to  insure  them  free  scope  for  their  convictions. 

It  cannot  have  escaped  your  notice,  that,  in  these  resolutions,  the 
College  have  given  no  definition  of  what  it  is  they  mean  to  condemn. 
I have  already  stated  the  Homoeopathic  law  to  be,  similia  similibus 
curantur — “ like  cures  like.”  Does  the  College,  then,  mean  to  com- 
mit itself  to  the  persecution  of  every  member  who  at  any  time  shall 
act  in  accordance  with  this  law?  Hardly,  I suppose.  The  other 
peculiarity  of  the  condemned  system  is  the  smallness  of  the  doses. 
Will  the  College,  in  its  sublime  dignity,  adjudicate  upon  each  pre- 
scription? Before  they  proceed  to  the  extremity  of  expulsion  now 
contemplated,  they  may  find  it  necessary  to  pass  acts  or  statutes 
against  Homoeopathy,  the  violation  of  which  shall  infer  that  penalty. 
But,  in  that  case,  they  will  probably  have  to  be  more  explicit  than 
in  these  resolutions;  they  will  have,  I suppose,  to  define,  with  some- 
thing approaching  to  precision,  what  it  is  in  practice  which  consti- 
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tutes  the  capital  offence.  With  a view  to  see  how  the  thino-  would 
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look  on  paper,  and  not  trusting  myself  in  a matter  of  such  impor- 
tance, I have  applied  to  the  learned  Paulus  Pleydell,  junior,  and, 
by  his  aid,  have  prepared  the  following  two  clauses  of  the  required 
statute,  of  which  the  Royal  College  is  quite  at  liberty  to  make  free 
use  in  framing  its  anticipated  laws  on  this  subject.  The  first  clause 
runs  thus: — 

“ 1.  No  Follow  of  this  College  shall,  under  the  pains  herein  provided,  pre- 
scribe, give,  or  administer,  or  cause  to  be  prescribed,  given,  or  administered,  to 
any  patient,  any  drug  or  medicine  which  shall  be  calculated  to  produce,  or  shall 
be  capable  of  producing,  or  shall  be  supposed  to  be  capable  of  producing,  in  or 
upon  the  body  of  any  person  in  health,  any  symptoms,  appearances,  or  effects  at 
all  resembling,  or  similar  to  those  which,  for  the  time  being,  shall  be  seen, 
understood,  or  imagined  to  be  present  in  or  upon  the  body  of  such  patient.” 

The  second  takes  the  following  form: — 

“ 2.  No  Fellow  of  this  College  shall,  under  the  pains  herein  provided,  pre- 
scribe, give,  or  administer,  or  cause  to  be  prescribed,  given,  or  administered,  to 
any  patient,  any  drug  or  medicine  in  any  other  smaller  quantity  than  is  indicated 
in  Schedule  A annexed  hereto.” 

Note. — [Schedule  A to  contain  a list  of  all  known  remedies,  including  chloro- 
form and  mesmerism,  with  the  minimum  dose  of  each,  the  maximum  being  left 
to  the  discretion  of  each  physician.  Great  care  will  be  required  in  framing  this 
schedule,  as  there  are  many  Homoeopathic  remedies  in  use,  the  qualities  and 
powers  of  which  are  nearly  unknown  to  the  Members  of  the  College;  and  it 
might  be  inconvenient  were  the  minimum  quantity'  indicated  in  any  case  a 
poisonous  one.] 

I cannot  take  leave  of  this  branch  of  the  subject,  without  calling 
the  special  attention  of  the  College  to  the  remarkable  statement  of 
their  late  esteemed  Treasurer,  Dr  Hansford’s  “ Reasons  for  Embrac- 
ing Homoeopathy,”  which  I have  just  been  reading  in  the  new  num- 
ber of  the  “ British  Journal  of  Homoeopathy.”  There  are  disclosures 
in  it  which,  if  they  do  not  throw  light  into  the  recent  hidden  recesses 
of  the  College,  at  least  make  their  darkness  visible. 

Leaving  the  College  of  Physicians  to  complete  its  statutes  against 
Homoeopathy,  and  to  act  farther  in  the  matter  as  it  shall  be  ad- 
vised, I will  now  call  your  attention  to  the  Second  Act  in  the  de- 
velopment of  this  conspiracy;  one  directly  touching  the  University. 

It  appears  that  Mr  Alfred  Crosby  Pope  (son  of  the  Rev.  Dr  Pope 
of  Leamington,  a man  of  high  reputation)  has  been  pursuing  his 
medical  studies  in  Edinburgh.  The  certificates  of  the  various  Pro- 
fessors, copies  of  which  I have  seen,  bear  that  he  was  “ very  regular” 
in  his  attendance  on  all  the  classes;  and  I understand  him  to  have 
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the  character  of  being  a very  diligent  student.  After  having  gone 
through  his  first  examination,  and  the  greater  part  of  his  second, 
without  any  difficulty,  he  was  subjected  to  an  examination  by  the 
Medical  Faculty,  in  the  month  of  June  last ; and  the  following  is 
his  statement  of  what  took  place.  It  is  extracted  from  the  37th 
Number  of  the  “ British  Journal  of  Homoeopathy”  (July,  1851),  pp. 
512-14: 

“ The  Medical  Faculty  of  this  University  have,  it  appears,  decided 
that  if  any  of  their  candidates  intend  to  investigate  the  merits  of 
Homoeopathy,  they  shall  be  remitted  until  such  examination  shall 
have  satisfied  them  of  the  fallacy  of  this  proscribed  system  of  medi- 
cine. I am,  I believe,  the  first  who  has  lost  the  degree  of  M.D. 
under  these  circumstances;  and,  since  this  is  the  case,  my  friends 
have  thought  it  right  that  I should  give  as  correct  an  account  as 
possible  of  all  that  was  said  to  me  at  the  examination  on  this  point: 
and  therefore,  without  any  farther  remark,  I will  proceed  to  the 
matter  on  hand. 

“ During  the  first  part  of  my  examination,  no  reference  was  made 
to  Homoeopathy;  and  it  was  not  until  after  Dr  Christison  had  exa- 
mined me  on  Materia  Medica , and  expressed  himself  as  satisfied 
with  me  on  that  point,  that  he  put  the  following  question: — He  said 
(as  nearly  as  I can  recollect),  ‘ I have  been  informed,  Mr  Pope,  by 
a colleague,  that  you  are  intending  to  practise  Homceopathically;  now, 
I don’t  believe  it;  but  tell  me,  is  it  the  case1?’  ‘I  replied,  that  I 
could  not  give  a decisive  answer,  until  I had  fully  studied  the  sub- 
ject, which  I had  determined  to  do,  as  I felt  it  to  be  a duty,  seeing 
that  so  many  men  of  acknowledged  talent  were  daily  becoming 
converts  to  this  new  system.  Mr  Syme,  who  was  present,  then 
asked  me  if  I would  burn  my  diploma,  or  return  it  to  them,  if  I be- 
came convinced  of  the  truth  of  Homoeopathy.  To  which  I replied, 
that  I saw  no  necessity  for  doing  so,  considering,  as  I did,  that 
my  diploma  was  merely  an  attestation  of  the  amount  of  medical 
knowledge  to  which  I have  attained.  Mr  Syme  then  said,  that  he 
could  not  see  how  any  honest  man  could  practise  Homceopathically, 
and  call  himself  a Doctor  of  Medicine  of  a University  which  repu- 
diates him.  After  this,  Mr  Syme  remarked,  that  they  had  nothing 
more  to  say  to  me  there,  but  that  they  were  quite  satisfied  with  the 
examination.  When  I had  been  examined  on  the  remaining  subjects, 
I requested  the  porter  to  obtain  my  discharge  for  me,  on  which  I was 
told  to  return  to-morrow,  at  4 p.m.,  when  there  was  to  be  an  extraordi- 
nary meeting  of  the  Medical  Faculty.  The  next  day  I waited  at  the 
University  from  4 until  5 p.m.,  when  the  meeting  terminated,  and  I 
was  informed  by  Dr  Balfour,  the  Dean  of  Faculty,  that  he  was  desired 
by  the  Medical  Faculty  to  announce  to  me  that  they  were  not  satisfied 
with  my  examination,  and,  in  the  second  place,  that  they  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  line  of  practice  which  I intended  to  adopt.  I then 
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said,  that  I did  not  understand  what  was  meant  by  the  first  part  of 
the  objection  raised  against  me  by  the  Faculty,  as  last  evening  all  the 
examinators  seemed  perfectly  satisfied  with  me.  On  this,  Dr  Bal- 
four told  me,  that  I knew  very  well  that  I was  very  deficient  in  Me- 
dical Jurisprudence  and  Surgery,  and  that  I should  at  least  require 
to  be  re-examined  on  these  subjects.  I then  asked  him  if  the  Me- 
dical Faculty  would  require  anything  more  of  me  than  my  examina- 
tion, if  I came  up  again  in  July.  ‘ Oli!’  said  he,  ‘we  shall  want  to 
know  whether  you  intend  to  give  the  decillionth  of  a grain  of  nux 
vomica,  or  one  or  two  grains,  which  is  the  ordinary  dose.’  Said  he, 
‘ You  know  quite  well  that  we  grant  degrees  here  licensing  to  prac- 
tise that  system  of  medicine  which  is  at  present  established,  and 
therefore  we  must  know  whether  you  intend  to  do  so  before  you  can 
graduate.’  I told  Dr  Balfour  that  I had  a perfect  right  to  study 
what  I chose,  and  that  I thought  it  my  duty  to  study  Homoeo- 
pathy. To  which  he  replied,  ‘ But  what  is  the  necessity,  if  you 
are  satisfied  that  you  can  do  good  with  what  has  been  taught  you, 
and  particularly  when  you  hold  the  degree  of  M.D.P  To  this  I re- 
plied, that  if  any  one  offered  me  a method  of  treatment  by  which  I 
had  a greater  chance  of  curing  my  patients  than  that  which  was 
at  present  in  vogue,  I should  certainly  feel  it  my  duty  to  investigate 
it.  ‘Well,’  said  the  Dean,  ‘you  must  certainly  know  whether  you 
intend  to  practise  Homceopathically  or  not.  You  must  be  quite  de- 
cided on  that  point,  and,  as  I am  merely  telling  you  what  I have 
been  desired  to  do  by  the  Senatus,  I have  nothing  more  to  say  to 

y°u.’ 

“After  this,  of  course,  I left.  My  remission,  or  reponement,  is 
therefore  grounded  on  a want  of  sufficient  knowledge  of  Surgery  and 
Medical  Jurisprudence,  and  on  my  most  decided  determination  to  in- 
vestigate Homoeopathy  most  carefully  and  impartially.  With  regard 
to  the  first  objection  to  my  graduation,  I wish  it  to  be  observed, 
that,  were  that  a real  objection,  I should  have  been  apprised  of  it  on 
the  evening  of  the  examination,  for  I have  the  highest  authority  for 
stating,  that  a rejection  for  want  of  knowledge  was  never  remitted 
to  an  extraordinary  meeting  of  the  Faculty,  but  done  at  once  at 
the  examination — two  or  three  Professors  club  their  heads  toge- 
ther at  the  time,  and  the  thing  is  done.  I had  understood  that 
Professor  Miller,  who  examined  me  on  Surgery,  was  satisfied  with 
me;  but  he  has  since  informed  me  that  I was  ‘rusty’  on  some 
points.  I can,  however,  honestly  state,  that  there  was,  I believe, 
only  one  question  out  of  a great  many  that  he  asked  me  which  I 
did  not  answer. 

“ More  than  one  of  the  Professors  has  informed  a friend  of  mine 
that  my  examination  was  unexceptionable.  But  Professor  Miller 
stated  to  me,  personally,  that  he  had  no  doubt  they  would  pass  me 
in  July,  were  I convinced  by  that  time  of  the  fallacy  of  infinitesimal 
doses;  volunteering  this  information  out  of  private  friendship,  and 
hoping  that  I would  make  no  farther  use  of  it;  an  amount  of  con- 
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sitleration  which  so  much  friendship  and  so  little  wisdom  cannot 
look  for  at  my  hands. 

“ The  above  facts  are,  I think,  sufficient  to  prove  that  it  is  not 
from  a deficiency  in  professional  knowledge  that  I have  been  re- 
mitted, but  solely  on  account  of  my  fixed  determination  to  study 
Homoeopathy. 

“ 37  Clemens  Street,  Leamington,  June  21,  1051.” 

The  result  then  is,  that  Mr  Pope  has  been  rejected.  It  is  needless 
to  say,  that,  if  this  has  been  done  wrongfully,  the  wrong  is  of  a most 
serious  nature.  That  a student  of  medicine,  wTho  had  pursued  his 
studies  in  our  University  with  regularity  and  diligence — who  had 
spent  much  money,  and  more  precious  years,  in  preparation  for  a 
profession  to  which  he  looked  forward  as  his  only  way  of  acquiring 
a position  in  society,  and,  indeed,  the  very  means  of  living,  and  who 
appeared  just  on  the  eve  of  obtaining  the  University  Degree,  which 
was  to  be  his  title  to  enter  upon  that  profession,  should  have  found 
himself  suddenly  stopped  on  the  very  threshold  by  an  obstacle  alto- 
gether unanticipated  and  unprecedented — this,  you  will  admit,  if  a 
wrong,  is  a very  great  one.  I shall  have  to  consider  presently  how 
far  the  introduction  of  such  an  impediment  can  be  justified.  In  the 
meantime,  let  us  look  in  the  other  direction,  and  see  how  far  Mr 
Pope’s  statement  touches  the  honour  of  the  Medical  Faculty,  and,  in- 
deed, of  the  Senatus  of  the  University. 

If  the  rejection  be  professedly  on  the  ground  of  his  having  in- 
timated an  intention  to  investigate  the  merits  of  Homoeopathy,  and 
if  the  investigation  justified  it  to  practise  that  system,  such  rejection 
may  be  undignified,  inconsistent  with  the  advance  of  medical  prac- 
tice, in  violation  of  all  usage,  eminently  discreditable  to  the  Univer- 
sity,  and  illegal,  but  the  honour  of  the  examinatoi’s  will  not  be  ne- 
cessarily impugned.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  real  ground  of 
rejection  was  a supposed  tolei’ation  or  preference  for  the  Homoeo- 
pathic system,  and  the  professed  ground  be  deficient  knowdedge  in 
Medical  Jurisprudence  and  Surgery,  the  honour  of  the  University 
is  seriously  compromised.  It  will  be  justly  condemned  for  refusing 
degrees  upon  false  pretences.  If  such  be  its  corruption  that  this 
is  possible,  the  public  can  have  no  security  that  it  will  not  also 
grant  them  on  false  pretexts;  to  those  to  whom  indifference  or  in- 
clination towards  Homoeopathy  seems  such  a vice  as  to  justify  this 
exti-eme  punishment,  invetei’ate  hatred  of  it  may  seem  such  a virtue 
as  to  cover  many  grave  dcficienccs. 

I need  not  say  to  any  honourable  man,  that,  while  it  is  exposed 
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to  such  imputations,  our  University  is  justly  in  disgrace — a disgrace 
which  will  attach  also  to  the  other  Members  of  the  Senate,  in  whose 
names  the  Medical  Degrees  are  granted,  although  all  the  guilt  will 
rest  with  the  Medical  Faculty. 

I have  not  said  that  such  guilt  has  been  incun’edjbut  no  one  can 
help  seeing  that  on  the  very  face  of  Mr  Pope’s  statement  it  is  more 
than  suggested.  I shall  now  inquire  what  is  the  just  inference  from 
that  statement — in  the  meantime  assuming  it  to  be  substantially 
true. 

I say,  substantially ; for,  in  such  reports  of  verbal  proceedings,  pre- 
cise accuracy  is  not  to  be  looked  for;  but  it  would  be  very  singular 
if  one  in  Mr  Pope’s  position  misunderstood  the  import  of  the  Dean’s 
momentous  communication  to  him.  That  a student  should,  in  such 
circumstances,  venture  to  make  a false  accusation  against  his  exami- 
ners seems  to  me  highly  improbable;  and  all  that  is  to  be  gathered 
of  Mr  Pope’s  reputed  character  tends  to  the  same  result. 

Upon  this  statement,  then,  it  would  appear  that  there  were  two 
distinct  grounds,  solemnly  announced  by  the  Medical  Faculty  of  the 
Senatus,  of  refusing  a degree:  insufficient  attainments  in  tAvo  of  the 
branches  of  study,  and  objectionable  views  with  reference  to  Ho- 
moeopathy. It  is  certainly  very  unfortunate  that  these  dissimilar 
grounds  of  judgment  should  not  have  been  so  separated,  that  each 
might  have  been  dealt  with  singly;  and  were  Mr  Pope  again  to 
offer  himself  and  to  pass  an  approved  examination  upon  the  two 
unexhausted  subjects,  the  question  would  then  be  the  very  simple 
one — Whether  or  not  the  avowal  of  adherence  to  any  medical  creed, 
or  to  any  system  of  practice,  as  well  as  the  sufficient  knowledge  of 
medicine,  be  a legitimate  condition  of  graduation  for  the  Medical 
Faculty  to  impose  ? But,  although  not  in  so  pure  a form  as  might 
have  been  conceived,  this  question  does  seem  to  be  sufficiently 
raised  by  Mr  Pope’s  account  of  his  remarkable  interview  with  the 
Faculty;  for,  on  his  asking  whether  anything  beyond  such  an  ex- 
amination would  be  required  of  him  should  he  again  appear  for 
examination,  he  was  answered  by  the  Dean,  as  the  organ  of  the 
Faculty,  “ Oh ! wc  shall  want  to  know  Avhether  you  intend  to  give 
the  decillionth  of  a grain  of  nux  vomica,  or  one  or  two  grains,  Avhich 
is  the  ordinary  dose1?”  It  is  difficult  to  read  this  narrative  Avithout 
coming  to  the  conclusion,  that  it  Avas  not  by  inadvertence,  but  by 
design,  that  these  essentially  distinct  questions  Avere  thus  confused, 
else  Avhv,  in  ATiolation  of  all  usage,  should  the  judgment  of  the 
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Faculty  upon  the  ordinary  examinations  of  the  candidate  have  been 
withheld,  until  the  extraordinary  meeting  should  put  them  in  a po- 
sition to  give  judgment  also  upon  the  extraordinary  question,  which 
has  now  for  the  first  time,  so  far  as  is  known  to  the  public,  been 
made  a subject  of  discussion.  It  is  no  fault  of  mine,  or  of  Mr  Pope’s 
(if  his  statement  be  true),  that  the  Faculty  have  thus  exposed  them- 
selves to  the  suspicion  of  having  acted  unfairly;  and,  for  my  own  part, 
I shall  be  exceedingly  glad  to  see  the  good  name  of  the  University 
cleared  from  all  the  breathings  of  just  reproaches  which  may  have 
sullied  it.  In  so  far  as  the  candidate’s  rejection  was  bond  fide  on  the 
ground  of  deficient  attainments,  of  course  it  cannot  be  objected  to. 
No  wise  friend  of  the  Homoeopathic,  or  of  any  other  system  of  medi- 
cal practice,  will  censure  the  attempt  to  raise  the  standard  of  medi- 
cal education.  It  is  to  be  observed,  however,  that  the  systems 
do  not  come  into  conflict  on  either  of  the  fields  which  Mr  Pope  has 
to  re-tread.  Surgery  and  Medical  Jurisprudence  have  little  to  do 
with  Therapeutical  Pharmacy;  and,  as  Mr  Pope  had  already  passed 
his  examinations  upon  Materia  Medica  and  the  Practice  of  Physic  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  examiners,  the  questions  put  to  him  on  the 
subject  of  Homoeopathy  and  the  administration  of  medicines  cannot 
be  understood  as  at  all  supplementary  to  his  examinations  upon 
those  heads,  but  relate  to  an  entirely  distinct  question,  which  I now 
propose  to  consider. 

It  is  not  a little  remarkable,  that,  simultaneously  with  a very 
serious  and  general  movement  towards  the  abolition  of  religious 
tests  in  the  University,  there  should  be  an  attempt,  on  the  part  of 
the  Faculty  of  Medicine,  to  introduce  a Medical  Creed  or  Confession 
of  Faith,  a profession  of  adherence  to  which  is  to  be  required  of 
candidates,  as  a preliminary  condition  of  obtaining  Degrees.  The 
two  certainly  stand  remarkably  contrasted.  Of  religious  tests,  it 
may  be  said  that  they  have  the  sanction  of  ancient  and  very  exten- 
sive usage;  that  (however  ineffectual  they  may  now  be  judged  for 
the  ends  contemplated)  they  have,  at  least,  this  rational  foundation, 
that  they  are  connected  with  an  Established  Church  and  a determi- 
nate faith;  that  they  aim  at  the  expression  of  that  which  we  are 
generally  agreed  is,  in  substance,  if  not  in  form,  abiding,  and  even 
eternal ; that  they  are  neither  arbitrarily  framed  nor  arbitrarily  im- 
posed, being  formal,  well-considered  documents,  an  assent  to  which 
is  known  to  all  the  world  as  the  legal  condition  of  office.  In  all  these 
respects,  how  different  is  the  other!  This  new  test  in  medicine — 
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an  imposed  abjuration  of  all  intention  to  inquire  into  the  merits  of 
a system  of  practice  advocated  as  the  best  by  an  influential  and  in- 
creasing body  of  our  countrymen,  lay  and  medical — is  altogether  an 
innovation;  it  has  no  rational  foundation,  there  being  no  established 
system  of  medicine,  and  no  substantial  agreement  even  among  the 
so-called  orthodox  of  its  practitioners — no  permanency,  its  whole 
history  being  a narrative  of  revolutions,  so  momentous  that,  even 
within  the  memory  of  living  men,  it  has  been  so  greatly  changed 
that  it  would  be  rash  for  any  one  to  foretell  that,  fifty  years  hence, 
there  will  be  anything  like  one-tenth  of  the  present  usual  modes  of 
treatment  still  in  observance.  Hence,  it  has  no  written,  formal 
creed  or  confession,  to  be  set  before  the  eyes  of  the  matriculating 
student,  and  to  attend  him  along  his  course,  as  the  recognised  con- 
dition of  graduation;  on  the  contrai’y,  these  examiners  of  the  Faculty 
of  Medicine  have  improvised  this  Test;  and  it  is  still  unwritten  and 
indefinite.  Let  them  attempt  to  put  it  in  writing,  with  the  neces- 
sary definitions,  and  they  will  be  the  first  possibly  to  laugh,  if  they 
do  not  blush  for  shame,  at  the  absurdity  of  the  result.  Let  them 
exhibit  in  detail,  define  the  prohibited  practice,  assign  a minimum 
dose  of  each  known  or  unknown  drug,  and  fix  on  the  similar  law  as 
the  only  one  according  to  which  remedies  shall  not  be  given.  Let 
them  do  this,  and  exhibit  the  result,  if  they  can  and  dare.  At  pre- 
sent, all  we  can  learn  in  detail  from  this  unwonted  examination  is, 
that  the  minimum  dose  of  nux  vomica  which  can  be  given,  without 
loss  of  character,  is  one  or  two  grains.  For  us  laymen,  whose  bodies 
are  the  subjects,  this  is  not  a very  comforting  rule.  We  should 
rather  have  had  the  maximum  stated;  and,  since  it  appears  (on  the 
evidence  of  Dr  Christison)  that  three  grains  of  the  alcoholic  extract, 
or  (on  the  evidence  of  Dr  Trail*)  that  fifteen  grains  of  the  powder 
of  this  common  poison  have  caused  death,  we  may  look  with  some 
anxiety  to  so  liberal  a minimum  quantity.  How  near  a poison-dose 
will  the  maximum  be? 

It  is  very  singular,  that  the  examining  professors  should  have 
fallen  into  the  blunder  of  supposing  that  any  one  system  of  medical 
practice  is  either  sanctioned  or  condemned  by  the  University.  Ac- 
cording to  Mr  Pope’s  statement,  Mr  Syme  observed,  “ that  he  could 
not  see  how  any  honest  man  could  practise  Homoeopath}',  and  call 
himself  a Doctor  of  Medicine  of  a University  which  repudiates  him;” 


* Taylor’s  Medical  Jurisprudence,  Poisons,  Nux  Vomica. 


and  the  resolutions  of  the  College  of  Physicians  contain  language  to 
the  like  effect.  Mr  Syme  seems  to  think  the  University  is  like  a 
Pennsylvanian  debtor  thus  addressing  his  creditor — “ How  on  earth 
can  you  have  the  face  to  claim  anything  from  me,  sir?  I repudiate 
the  debt!”  Happily  for  the  credit  of  our  Alma  Mater,  she  does  not 
thus  disown  her  lawful  children.  Her  Graduates,  whatever  system 
of  practice  they  may  follow,  are  her  acknowledged  Graduates  still, 
and  quite  entitled  to  wear  all  the  hard-won  honours  she  has  crowned 
them  with.  Of  course,  Mr  Syme  may  repudiate  the  Homceopathists 
and  all  their  remedies;  refusing,  to  his  patients’  great  detriment,  to 
prescribe  aconite  for  fever,  and  arnica  for  wounds,  because  they  both 
own  a Homoeopathic  source.  We  are  told  that  Mr  Syme  asked  Mr 
Pope  if  he  would  burn  or  return  his  Diploma  (by  which,  we  suppose, 
the  Certificate  of  Graduation  or  the  Degree  was  meant)  if  he  became 
convinced  of  the  truth  of  Homoeopathy?  Indeed!  Why  so?  Would 
it  then  cease  to  be  true  that  Mr  Pope  had  made  good  studies  in 
Botany,  Anatomy,  Pathology,  Physiology,  and  all  the  other  prescribed 
subjects,  even  in  Materia  Medica  and  the  Practice  of  Physic,  so  as  to 
pass  the  usual  examinations  upon  each  of  them?  and  if  all  this  was 
true,  on  what  intelligible  ground  should  his  Degree  be  cancelled? 

Mr  Pope  appears  to  have  had  a much  juster  notion  than  his  teachers 
of  the  nature  and  import  of  a Degree  in  Medicine,  and,  consequently, 
of  what  the  preceding  examinations  ought  to  be;  and  it  is  worth 
noting  how  very  nearly  his  extempore  remark,  “ that  the  Degree 
was  merely  an  attestation  of  the  amount  of  medical  knowledge  to 
which”  he  “had  attained,”  coincides  with  the  more  deliberate  state- 
ment on  that  point  of  Dr  Christison’s  distinguished  predecessor  in 
the  Chair  of  Materia  Medica.  When  examined  before  the  University 
Commissioners  (a.d.  1826),  Dr  Duncan,  jun.,  said: — 

“ With  regard  to  the  Medical  Degree,  I would  say  that  the  Medi- 
cal Degree  of  Edinburgh  is  purely  professional,  and  it  is  in  high 
estimation  both  in  this  empire  and  in  its  colonies,  as  is  proved  by 
the  great  number  of  individuals  who  come  here  to  graduate.  It 
is  likewise  in  estimation  on  the  Continent.  It  is  merely  a designation 
by  which  the  public  know  that  the  individual  has  had  a certain  amount  of 
professioned  and  general  education , and  has  been  able  to  pass  through  a 
certain  course  of  examination.  The  Doctors  of  Medicine  in  this  Uni- 
versity acquire  thereby,  however,  no  monopoly  in  the  practice  of 
medicine.  There  appears  to  me  great  danger  in  altering  the  cha- 
racter of  this  Degree;  but  little  danger  would  arise  from  increasing 
the  professional  acquirements  of  those  who  obtain  it,  because  it  is  for 
these  that  it  is  valuable  for  the  public  ; and,  if  these  were  raised,  it 


would  become  more  valuable:  ‘ but  there  would  be  great  danger  in 
rendering  it  more  literary  or  scientific.’  ” — Minutes  of  Evidence, p.  235. 

It  will  be  observed,  that  Mr  Pope  did  not,  in  this  examination, 
commit  himself  to  the  pursuit  of  Homoeopathy;  he  only  expressed 
a resolute  intention  to  investigate  its  claims.  He  was  quite  entitled 
to  do  more.  The  questions  he  was  asked  being  irrelevant,  his  per- 
tinent answers  to  them  ought  to  have  been  held  as  irrelevant  to 
the  examination.  Personal  practice  in  the  giving  of  drugs  is  no 
legitimate  subject  of  examination.  As  a mere  student,  he  had  no 
more  lawful  right  to  practise  than  any  other  “ unqualified”  amateur. 
In  the  prospect  of  soon  receiving  a Degree,  he  was  quite  entitled  to 
say  (nor  could  the  answer  be  objected  to),  that  he  did  not  know 
what  doses  he  would  give.  It  was  time  enough  for  him  to  make  up 
his  mind  on  that  point  when  his  advice  was  required;  and  physicians 
would  be  wiser,  and  their  practice  more  successful,  if,  in  determin- 
ing quantities,  as  well  as  in  other  respects,  they  paid  more  regard  to 
the  peculiarities  of  each  case,  and  less  to  apothecaries’  recipes.  But 
what  if  he  did  not  intend  to  practise  at  all — at  least,  not  in  the 
meantime?  There  is  no  improbability  in  the  supposition  of  such  a 
case,  which  would  occur  oftener  than  at  present,  were  Practitioners 
of  Medicine  more  anxiously  conscientious  in  the  matter  of  giving 
drugs.  So  far  from  its  being  improbable,  it  is  a case  of  usual  occur- 
rence. Speaking  with  reference  to  the  age  required  of  Graduates 
(21  years),  Dr  Alison  says  : — “ In  regard  to  the  age,  I may  mention, 
that  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  a man  of  twenty-one  will  enter  at 
once  into  practice  as  a physician.  If  he  enters  at  all  upon  practice  at 
that  age,  he  enters  as  a general  practitionei’,  and  is  an  assistant  al- 
most always  to  an  elder  man.”*  Or,  again,  what  if  he  be  resolved 
not  to  copy,  but  to  outdo  the  Homceopathists,  by  giving  even  less 
medicine  than  they  do,  after  the  lauded  example  of  a distinguished 
physician  in  Edinburgh  (Dr  John  Thomson,  we  believe),  referred  to 
by  the  accomplished  Dr  John  Forbes,  lately  Editor  of  the  “ British 
and  Foreign  Medical  Review  !”f  If  giving  infinitesimal  doses  be  bad, 
is  the  giving  of  none  worse,  in  the  eyes  of  the  learned  examiners? 
To  save  his  credit,  must  a physician  give  a dose  in  every  case?  Or 
how  often  may  he  omit  doing  so  with  impunity?  Or  is  it  only  in- 
sisted for,  that,  if  he  does  give  a dose,  it  shall  be  a stirring  one  ? 

But,  putting  out  of  sight  all  such  puerilities,  let  us  look  for  a 


* University  Commission,  Evidence,  p.  491.  + See  No.  xli.,  p.  254. 
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little  at  the  bare  principle  contended  for  (implicitly,  for  it  is  not 
distinctly  avowed)  on  the  part  of  the  Faculty  of  Medicine.  It 
claims  the  right  of  authoritatively  regulating,  not  the  study  only, 
but  the  practice  of  medicine,  and  that  even  in  the  matter  of  the 
quantities  of  each  to  be  given.  Now,  can  anything  be  more  ab- 
surd? Our  readers  have  been  already  reminded  (few  of  them  need 
to  be  informed)  that  the  history  of  the  practice  of  medicine  exhibits 
incessant  change.  Is  that  to  its  discredit?  Not  so.  It  can  only 
claim  to  be  regarded  as  a science,  or  even  as  a living  art,  by  show- 
ing progress;  and  how  can  there  be  progress  without  change?  The 
reproach  which  has  been  thrown  upon  the  body  of  practitioners  by 
the  most  eminent  among  themselves  has  been,  that  it  has  always  re- 
sisted progress;  that  it  has  been  too  slow  to  receive  improvements; 
that  it  has  been  inert  and  stationary,  scowling  upon  the  more  ar- 
dent and  advancing  of  its  members;  and  that  thus  neaidy  all  the 
great  benefactors  of  man  in  that  department  of  action  are  remem- 
bered as  having  been  stoned  by  their  fellows,  whose  descendants 
build  their  sepulchres.  Each  reformer  is  an  innovator.  In  this 
respect,  Homoeopathy  has  no  cause  to  complain  of  unusual  treat- 
ment. It  is  in  truth  honoured  by  being  thus  put  in  the  category 
of  modes  of  practice  prohibited  or  proscribed.  If  it  be  true,  like 
every  great  truth,  it  will  have  to  fight  its  rough  way  into  recog- 
nition and  acceptance;  but,  Avhether  true  or  not,  it  falls  not  within 
the  authority  of  the  Facidty  of  Medicine  so  summarily  to  put  it  down. 
Before  we  pronounce  anathemas,  we  ought  at  least  to  have  a creed;  for 
how  shall  we  know  the  False,  but  by  the  possession  of  the  True? 
No  advance  has  ever  been  made  in  this  world,  in  any  region  of 
thought  or  action,  by  mere  negatives;  which  are  only  valuable  so 
far  as  they  point  to,  or  prepare  for,  what  is  positive.  We  live  all 
of  us,  not  by  refusing  Errors,  but  by  accepting  Truths.  If  the 
Faculty  of  Medicine  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh  be  prepared 
with  a creed  on  which  they  can  agree,  for  the  detailed  regulation  of 
practice,  by  all  means  let  us  see  it;  and  then,  having  accepted  it, 
they  will  have  some  imle  by  Avhich  to  reject  what  is  contrary  and 
heretical.  Till  then,  there  is  no  orthodoxy  and  no  heterodoxy  in 
medicine.  Each  educated  practitioner  shall  do  that  which  seems 
good  in  his  own  eyes. 

When  such  novel  agreement  comes  among  them,  one  of  the  very 
last  parts  of  practice  which  it  will  reach,  Ave  may  safely  affirm,  Avill 
be  the  quantities  of  medicine.  There  is  no  ancient  recognised  creed 
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to  fallback  upon  in  present  doubts  or  disagreements;  and  there  are  no 
natural  limits  in  the  matter,  except  the  causing  death  on  one  side? 
and  utter  inactivity  on  the  other.  Between  these  extremes,  there 
is  room  for  infinite  variety.  If  the  Homceopathists  be  supposed  to 
approach  the  latter  limit,  some  other  practitioners  go  dangerously 
near  the  former.  Will  the  Faculty  of  Medicine  undertake  to  lay 
down  practical  limits  on  either  side,  within  those  we  have  indicated, 
the  transgression  of  which  shall  incur  forfeiture  of  character?  I 
think  not.  But  even  could  they  now  make  such  a rule,  it  would  be 
too  late  for  the  adjudication  of  Mr  Pope’s  case.  It  will  not  do  to 
try  a man  first,  and  then  justify  the  condemnation  by  an  ex  post  facto 
law.  There  was  no  law  of  the  Senatus  (and  did  not  the  examinators 
know  it?)  by  which  they  had  right  to  reject  a candidate,  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  resolved  to  investigate,  nay,  that  he  had  even 
embraced,  with  all  his  young  strength,  the  Homoeopathic  system. 
So  far  as  their  “remission”  rested  on  that  ground,  they  stand  con- 
victed of  glaring  injustice.  What  protection  is  there  to  modest, 
ingenuous,  devoted  students  against  such  tyranny?  If  the  Faculty 
of  Medicine  have  rejected  Mr  Pope  yesterday,  because  he  has  a lean- 
ing towards  Homoeopathy,  they  may  reject  Mr  Pagan  to-morrow, 
because  he  confesses  an  intention  to  use  chloroform,  or  not  to  use  it; 
or  has  no  faith  in  the  virtues  of  cod-liver  oil;  or  believes  in  Mesme- 
rism, or  disbelieves  it.  Is  Homoeopathy  more  distinctly  an  innova- 
tion than  the  use  of  chloroform,  or  than  Mesmerism?  Does  Dr 
Simpson  practise  precisely  as  Dr  Hamilton  did?  Or  does  Dr 
Christison  teach  only  what  he  was  taught  at  college?  If  there  be 
no  law,  there  can  be  no  transgression;  and,  if  the  examiners  are  bound 
by  nothing  but  their  own  particular  notions  of  what  is  the  best 
practice,  there  can  be  no  security  that  the  student,  who  was  passed 
with  eclat  by  one  set  of  examiners,  would  not,  just  for  that  very  rea- 
son, have  been  instantly  “ remitted  ” by  another.  If  such  doings  are 
to  be  allowed,  the  ancient  credit  of  our  University  will  soon  be 
lost.  It  will  have  set  itself  against  the  advancement  of  learning, 
the  progress  of  science,  the  improved  practice  of  medicine.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  be  said  for  the  examiners,  that  there  is  a law  of 
the  University  which  justifies  their  proceedings,  let  them  point  to 
it.  We  state  emphatically,  that  they  are  condemned  equally  by  law 
and  by  uniform  established  practice.  It  appears  that  the  Univer- 
sity Commissioners  had  under  consideration  to  recommend  the  ap- 
pointment of  other  examiners  in  medicine,  in  order  to  relieve  the 


Professors  from  that  onerous  duty.  One  or  two  more  such  examina- 
tions might  prove  that  the  step  was  a necessary  one,  for  different 
reasons. 

Before  the  authorities  of  the  University  (the  Patrons  or  the  Sena- 
tus,  as  may  be,  one  or  both)  are  prepared  to  pass  any  statutes  for 
the  exclusion  of  students  who  are  favourably  inclined,  or  indifferent, 
towards  Homoeopathy,  a good  many  things  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered. We  can  only  notice  a few  of  these.  The  general  results 
of  medical  practice  will  have  to  be  examined,  that  these  may  be 
compared  with  the  results  of  Homoeopathic  treatment,  in  order  to 
arrive  at  a just  judgment  on  their  respective  merits;  and  this  will 
be  a very  serious,  and  possibly  not  a very  satisfactory,  inquiry  for 
the  Colleges.  It  can  hardly  be  entered  into  without  the  inquirers 
(if  they  be  at  all  unprejudiced  and  competent)  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion, that  the  present  state  of  the  practice  of  medicine  is  such  as 
to  admit  of  much  improvement;  and  that  the  duty  of  all  practi- 
tioners is  to  look  out  anxiously  in  any  quarter  where  there  may  be 
promise  of  aid.  It  will  have  to  be  considered  that  the  fact  is  un- 
deniable, that  a large  proportion,  including  many  of  the  most  scien- 
tific practitioners,  have  sadly  lost  confidence  in  the  virtues  of  medi- 
cines, as  usually  administered;  and  that  the  recorded  testimony  of 
such  a man  as  Dr  John  Forbes — late  Editor  of  the  leading  English 
Medical  Journal — is  to  the  following  effect: — 

“ 1 . That  in  a large  proportion  of  the  cases  treated  by  Allopathic 
Physicians,  the  disease  is  cured  by  nature,  and  not  by  them. 

“ 2.  That  in  a lesser,  but  still  not  a small  proportion,  the  disease 
is  cured  by  nature  in  spite  of  them;  in  other  words,  their  interfer- 
ence opposing,  instead  of  assisting  the  cure. 

“ 3.  That,  consequently,  in  a considerable  proportion  of  diseases, 
it  would  fare  as  well,  or  better,  with  patients,  in  the  actual  con- 
dition of  the  medical  art,  as  more  generally  practised,  if  all  reme- 
dies, at  least  all  active  remedies,  especially  drugs,  were  abandoned.* 

Such  a judgment  is  fully  corroborated  by  that  of  our  late  much 
respected  Dr  Andrew  Combe,  in  a letter  to  the  writer  of  that  ar- 
ticle [26th  January,  1846].  Although  certainly  no  Homceopathist, 
he  writes  as  follows: — 

“ A few  words  now  on  Homoeopathy  in  particular.  I am  very 
glad  that  you  have  brought  the  question  of  its  truth  and  merits  se- 


* British  and  Foreign  Medical  Review.  January,  1846.  P.  2.17. 
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riously  before  your  readers;  for,  of  all  methods  of  advancing  the  in- 
terests of  science,  that  which  consists  in  the  supercilious  neglect  of 
alleged  new  discoveries,  merely  on  the  ground  that  they  differ  from 

what  is  already  known,  is  assuredly  the  worst But  surely 

we  are  bound  not  to  be  too  rash  in  rejecting,  without  examination, 
facts  and  principles  which  come  before  us,  attested  by  men  of  expe- 
rience, skill,  and  integrity,  and  who  can  have  no  motive  for  deceiv- 
ing us. ; J udged  of  by  the  standard  of  our  own  opinions,  these  facts 
and  principles  may  seem  at  first  sight  to  be  altogether  absurd; 
but,  if  so,  the  question  then  comes  to  be,  is  our  standard  itself  un- 
doubtedly a correct  one?  Or  may  it  not  be  that  ignorance  has  mis- 
led us  to  adopt  it  as  infallible,  and  that  it  would  be  wiser  in  us  to 
compare  both  it  and  the  alleged  discoveries  with  nature,  before  as- 
suming either  to  be  demonstrably  true. 

Again,  as  a matter  of  theory , supported  only  by  argument, 
Homoeopathy  produces  no  conviction  whatever  on  my  mind  of  its 
truth,  or  even  of  its  probability;  but,  as  a question  of  fact,  claiming 
to  rest  1 on  the  irresistible  ground  of  its  superior  power  of  curing 
diseases,  and  preserving  human  life,’  and  on  the  alleged  experience 
of  able  and  honest  men,  as  competent  to  judge  as  most  of  those  who 
oppose  them,  I cannot  venture  to  denounce  it  as  untrue,  because  I 
have  no  experience  bearing  especially  upon  it  to  bring  forward,  and 
we  are  still  too  ignorant  to  be  able  to  predicate  a priori  what  may 
or  may  not  be  true  in  the  great  field  of  nature.  But,  after  the  pre- 
sumptive evidence  which  you  yourself  have  produced,  if  I ivere  now 
in  practice,  I should  hold  myself  hound,  without  further  delay,  to  test  its 
truth  by  careful  and  extensive  experiments,  because,  where  truth  is 
really  our  aim,  the  shortest  and  least  encumbered  approach  to  it  is 
always  the  best;  and  even  a few  well-defined  and  carefully-observed 
facts  would  carry  far  more  weight,  as  items  of  evidence,  than  volumes 
of  general  or  controversial  reasoning.  . . . View  the  question  as  we 
may,  one  of  three  things  must  he:  either  Homoeopathy  is  true,  or  it  is 
false,  or  it  is  a mixture  of  truth  and  error.  Let  us  suppose  the 
worst,  and  hold  it  to  be  false  in  its  foundation,  and  false  in  its  super- 
structure— what  harm  can  result  from  putting  it  to  the  test,  and 
ascertaining  the  fact  demonstrably?  None  whatever,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  much  good.  We  shall  at  least  have  gained  the  power  of  giv- 
ing a direct  and  authoritative  negative  to  its  allegations,  which  we  shall 
then  prove  to  be  fallacious,  and  which  have  been  suffered  to  reign 
and  diffuse  themselves  for  thirty  years,  from  the  absence  of  direct 
counter-evidence  by  which  to  rebut  them.  We  shall  thus  be  able 
also  to  put  the  profession  and  the  public  on  their  guard  with  some  chance 
of  being  listened  to,  and  shall  have  obtained  the  inestimable  advantage 
of  keeping  our  own  minds  open  to  the  admission  of  new  truths,  and 
of  showing  that,  in  our  estimate  of  evidence,  and  in  our  conclusions, 
we  are  actuated  not  by  any  mean  jealousy  or  dogmatic  assumption 
of  authority,  but  by  the  single  arid  simple  desire  of  advancing  the 
interests  of  science  and  humanity  to  the  best  of  our  ability.” 
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You  will  observe  this  to  be  a very  different  conclusion  from  that 
to  which  the  conduct  of  the  College  of  Physicians  and  of  the  Faculty 
of  Medicine  points.  But  Dr  Combe  had  calmly  considered  the  sub- 
ject; we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  Members  of  either  of  these 
bodies  had  done  so.  They  rather,  on  the  other  hand,  remind  one 
of  the  proceedings  of  a jury  not  remarkable  for  impartiality  towards 
the  accused : of  whom  the  first  said,  “ I see  clearly  that  this  man  is 
a heretic;”  the  second,  “Away  with  such  a fellow  from  the  earth;” 
the  third,  “ I hate  the  very  look  of  him;”  the  fourth,  “ I never  could 
endure  him;”  a fifth,  “Hang  him,  hang  him;”  yet  another,  “A 
sorry  scrub;”  “ He  is  a rogue,”  said  Mr  Liar. 

In  regard  to  such  a statute  as  would  exclude  Practitioners  of  Ho- 
moeopathy from  any  of  the  benefits  connected  with  a Degree  in  Medi- 
cine, one  of  the  first  questions  to  be  answered  is,  Cui  bono  ? Whom 
would  it  advantage?  for,  of  course,  neither  the  Senatus  nor  the  Patrons 
would  be  accessory  to  such  a step  in  order  to  gratify  the  odium 
medicum  of  the  Faculty.  It  would  not  benefit  the  Univei'sity,  for  the 
students  thus  excluded  would  pro  tanto  diminish  the  total  number 
attending  the  University,  whose  character  also  for  liberality,  and 
free  inquiry  in  science,  would  inevitably  suffer  damage.  It  would 
not  advantage  the  public;  for,  if  (putting  out  of  view  all  baser  con- 
siderations) it  be  quite  certain,  according  to  the  law  of  probabilities, 
that,  so  long  as  there  is  a large  and  influential  body  of  lay  adher- 
ents of  Plomoeopathy  in  this  country,  there  will  also  be  practitioners, 
it  is  clearly  for  the  gain  of  the  public  that  the  practitioners  shall  be 
well  instructed  in  medical  science,  so  as  to  be  more  likely  to  come  to 
a better  mind,  if  now  under  a delusion.  Another  advantage  is,  that 
the  professors  of  the  heretical  system  are  likely  to  be  less  sectarian 
if,  during  their  college- days,  they  receive  instruction,  and  pursue 
their  studies  in  the  company  of  their  orthodox  coevals.  I do  not 
imagine  even  the  most  bigoted  opponents  of  Homoeopathy  to  be  so 
blinded,  as  to  suppose  that  any  possible  system  of  exclusion  or  per- 
secution will  exterminate  all  medical  practitioners  of  a system  which 
claims  among  its  lay  adherents  in  England  such  a class  of  men  as  is 
indicated  by  those  who  have  been  already  named.  If,  then,  Practi- 
tioners of  Homoeopathy  there  must  be,  surely  the  more  they  are 
under  a liberal  system  of  medical  education,  the  better  for  all  parties, 
except  those  (not  to  be  spoken  of  here)  whose  base  aim  it  is  to  depress 
their  professional  rivals,  that  they  may  thus  gain  for  themselves  an 
apparent  elevation. 
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Of  the  evil  effects  likely  to  follow  from  the  conduct  of  the  Me- 
dical Faculty,  one  of  the  gravest  remains  to  be  noticed — I mean, 
the  corruption  of  the  students.  Were  an  enemy  bent  on  devising 
a snare  by  which  weak  consciences  might  be  entrapped,  a more 
crafty  and  ruinous  one  could  hardly  be  invented.  A student,  whose 
whole  prospects  in  life  are  dependent  upon  his  obtaining  a Degree, 
appears  for  examination  before  a tribunal  which  has  declared  that 
any  intention  of  practising  or  investigating  Homoeopathy  is  an  in- 
superable bar.  His  conscience  tells  him  emphatically  that  Duty 
demands  that  he  shall  examine  the  proscribed  system,  perhaps  con- 
fess himself  already  a believer  in  it.  He  is  asked,  “ Have  you  any 
intention  to  practise  Homoeopathy,  or  to  study  it  ? ” What  shall 
he  answer — Yes!  or  No?  On  the  side  of  falsehood , is  professional 
reputation,  success,  emolument ; on  the  side  of  truth,  dishonour,  dis- 
appointment, possibly  starvation;  and  it  will,  perhaps,  be  hinted  to 
him  that  really  there  can  be  no  duty  in  the  matter;  that  he  may  do 
very  well  with  the  lessons  he  has  already  learned.  If  his  teachers 
thus  become  the  tempters,  shall  we  wonder  if  he  falls?  and  how 
shall  we  expect  truth,  moral  courage,  elevation  of  sentiment,  in  a 
profession  which  is  thus  entered  with  shame? 

In  concluding  this  subject,  I shall  only  add,  that  it  seems  to  me 
that  no  right-minded  man  can  read  Mr  Pope’s  narrative  without 
deeming  it  to  call  for  either  a specific  denial  or  an  explanation  on 
the  pai*t  of  the  Medical  Faculty.  At  present,  they  lie  exposed  to 
very  grave  charges;  and,  if  I may  trust  altogether  in  the  repor- 
ter’s accuracy,  there  were  things  said  by  Members  of  the  Faculty, 
the  moral  nature  of  which  I will  not  trust  myself  to  characterise. 
Any  denial  or  explanation  from  them  will,  of  course,  be  as  specific 
as  the  charges  are;  and  I shall  be  exceedingly  glad  if  they  are  able 
to  clear  themselves  from  all  just  blame.  We  shall  learn,  at  least, 
on  their  own  authority,  what  were  the  real  grounds  of  Mr  Pope’s 
“ remission.”  Unless  they  deny  the  statement  in  toto  (which  I can- 
not suppose),  they  will  have  to  explain  how  Homoeopathy  came  to 
be  mentioned  at  all  on  the  occasion  referred  to.  In  the  meantime, 
any  satisfactory  explanation  on  this  point  seeming  to  me  impossible, 
I cannot  avoid  the  conclusion  that  their  conduct  in  this  matter  was 
eminently  illegal,  cruel,  and  unjust. 

I now  come  to  the  Third  Act. 

I have  already  considered  the  insolent  attempt  of  the  College  of 
Physicians  to  discredit  the  Practitioners  of  Homoeopathy,  and  to 
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dictate  to  the  public  their  own  arbitrary  terms;  thus  combining  to 
defraud  us  of  medical  services  to  which  we  are  justly  entitled. 
Next,  I have  disclosed  the  plot  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  exclude 
from  University  honours  in  Medicine  every  candidate  who  should 
show  any  partiality  towards  that  system.  I have  now,  lastly,  to 
bring  under  your  notice  the  recent  movement  of  the  same  Medical 
Faculty  in  the  University,  with  the  aim  of  expelling  a Professor 
who  was  appointed  to  the  Chair  of  Medicine  and  General  Pathology, 
on  very  high  recommendations,  and  who  has,  during  some  nine 
years,  discharged  his  duties  ably  and  faithfully,  to  the  credit  of  the 
University,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  public.  Resolute  in  their 
determination  to  extirpate  the  growing  heresy,  our  medical  friends 
have  left  no  means  untried,  but  those  of  experiment  and  conclusive 
refutation.  First,  they  resolved  to  disown  those  who  had  already 
graduated;  next,  to  alloxv  no  more  Graduates;  and,  lastly,  to  oust 
one  of  the  Medical  Professors,  whose  honest  conversion  to  the 
heresy  has  been  intolerably  mortifying  to  them. 

That  Dr  Henderson  is  a man  of  high  professional  reputation  and 
of  acknowledged  ability,  there  can  be  no  doubt;  and  it  can  as  little 
be  questioned,  that  he  particularly  excels  in  the  diagnosis  and  de- 
scription of  disease,  which  renders  his  testimony  as  to  the  effects  of 
Homoeopathic  remedies  peculiarly  valuable.  The  Medical  Faculty 
no  doubt  felt  that,  while  one  of  the  Professors  of  Medicine  was  a 
Homoeopathist,  with  whatever  loudness  and  frequency  they  might 
repeat  their  cry,  that  the  Practitioners  of  Homoeopathy  were  not 
scientific  or  “regular”  physicians,  but  mere  quacks;  even  those  of 
the  public  who  knew  nothing  personally  of  their  merits,  would 
ascribe  such  language  to  the  want  of  manners  and  good  feeling,  and 
merely  add  such  expressions  to  the  already  crowding  instances  of 
“God’s  great  gift  of  speech  abused;”  that,  to  quote  from  Dr  Hans- 
ford’s Reasons,  “ to  call  Hahnemann  and  his  followers  quacks,  is 
merely  to  say  that  which  is  false.”  It  was,  therefore,  of  extreme 
importance  to  the  play  that  Dr  Henderson  should  be  got  rid  of. 
Fortunately,  our  University  is  not  so  constituted  that  the  other 
members  of  any  one  of  the  Faculties  can  degrade  a Professor  whose 
teaching  happens  to  be  obnoxious  to  them;  else  it  would  be  a 
curious  jumble.  In  the  Medical  Faculty,  one  would  hardly  be  well 
in,  before  they  began  to  speak  of  putting  him  out.  Dr  Simpson 
would  have  been  expelled  long  ago  for  his  chloroform;  Dr  Gregory 
for  his  mesmerism. 


Well  aware  of  this,  the  Faculty  of  Medicine  has  not  attempted  a 
direct  vote  of  expulsion  against  Dr  Henderson.  Its  course  has  been 
a little  more  circuitous.  At  a recent  meeting  (24th  June,  1851), 
Resolutions  to  the  following  effect  were  carried  unanimously: — 

“ 1.  That  the  public  profession  of  Homoeopathy  by  the  Professor  of  General 
Pathology,  is  inconsistent  with  the  efficient  discharge  of  the  various  duties  which 
belong  to  that  chair,  and  is  calculated  to  injure  the  University  as  a Medical 
School. 

2.  That  the  Senatus  Academicus  be  requested  to  transmit  a copy  of  this  re- 
solution to  the  Patrons  of  the  University,  together  with  the  expression  of  a 
hope,  on  the  pai't  of  the  Medical  Faculty,  that  some  step  may  be  taken  to  avert 
the  danger  which  is  thus  threatened  to  the  University.” 

Although  the  latter  Resolution  modestly  suggests  “ some  step” 
merely,  I can  have  no  doubt  that  what  is  aimed  at  is  Dr  Hender- 
son’s removal;  for  the  terms  of  the  first  resolution  exclude  every  other 
reading.  Had  the  teaching  of  Homoeopathy  within  the  College  been 
the  alleged  grievance,  it  is  intelligible  that  a less  formidable  visita- 
tion might  have  been  effectual;  if  irregular,  he  might  have  been 
solemnly  censured  by  the  Senatus.  But  the  ground  of  offence  is 
“the  public  profession”  of  it.  For  this,  besides  expulsion,  there 
seem  only  two  conceivable  remedies.  Either,  continuing  to  believe 
the  Homoeopathic  system  to  be  the  best,  Dr  Henderson  may  be 
urged  to  cease  to  profess  it;  but  I am  sure  the  Members  of  the  Fa- 
culty cannot  intend  to  propose  to  those  whom  I am  now  addressing 
the  execution  of  a function  so  dishonourable:  or  it  may  be  supposed 
that  the  powers  of  persuasion  which  belong  to  the  Members  of 
Council  will  be  adequate  to  achieve  Dr  Henderson’s  reconversion  to 
orthodoxy,  where  the  eloquence  of  his  brothers  of  the  Medical 
Faculty  have  failed  in  doing  so.  It  would  be  a singular  disputation, 
no  doubt.  However  credible  such  a meaning  might  be,  if  the  pro- 
position came  from  another  quarter,  I can  hardly  suppose  it  to  be 
the  meaning  of  the  Faculty.  Thus,  the  only  probable  reading  of 
these  resolutions  which  remains  to  me,  is  that  which  regards  them 
as  expressive  of  a desire,  on  the  part  of  the  Medical  Faculty,  that 
the  Patrons  will  take  steps  for  Dr  Henderson’s  degradation  from  the 
chair  he  now  occupies. 

And  so  that  Resolution  was  carried  unanimously  by  the  Members 
of  the  Faculty  of  Medicine  within  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
during  the  latter  half  of  the  nineteenth  century.  Thus,  on  some 
future  day,  may  the  historian  of  science  record  his  astonishment 
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that  until  so  late  a period  there  was  no  freedom  of  inquiry  and 
practice,  even  in  medicine,  within  the  Metropolitan  University  of 
Scotland.  For  my  own  part,  I wish  to  say  very  little  about  it;  I 
am  heartily  ashamed  for  our  city  and  Alma  Mater.  Unanimously 
Was  there  not  one,  among  so  many,  liberal  and  bold  enough  to  utter 
an  indignant  manly  dissent?  Among  the  Medical  Professors  of 
Edinburgh,  is  there  not  one  remaining  of  the  good  old  stock  ? 

I am  not  fond  of  unanimous  resolutions,  because  very  seldom 
(unless  when  they  are  merely  superfluous)  they  seem  to  me  to  ex- 
press a true  unanimity.  There  is  often  a dangerous  cowardly  gre- 
gariousness which  leads  public  bodies  to  avoid  division.  A majority, 
perhaps  even  a resolute  minority,  thus  appears  as  the  whole.  Had 
the  flock  but  been  divided,  one  cannot  tell  on  which  side  the  most 
would  have  been  found ; and  I have  observed  of  gregarious  animals, 
that,  when  one  of  the  flying  herd  has  got  heart  to  turn  and  stand  at 
bay,  he  is  not  left  to  stand  alone. 

Having  with  one  voice,  if  not  with  one  mind,  adopted  this  Resolu- 
tion, the  next  step  was  to  bring  it  up  to  the  Senatus,  to  be  by  them 
accepted  and  transmitted  to  the  Patrons.  Its  authors  seem  to  have 
thought  that  there  was  to  be  no  difficulty  with  the  Senatus;  that 
any  reputed  heresy  in  medicine,  although  admittedly  not  taught 
within  the  University,  which  had  thus  received  final  sentence  from 
the  Faculty  of  Medicine  in  solemn  conclave,  could  not  but  be  in- 
stantly condemned  by  the  Members  of  the  Faculties  of  the  Arts, 
Law,  and  Theology.  Especially  by  the  last;  “ for  was  there  not  an 
obvious  analogy — a clear  identity  of  principle  in  the  two  cases?” 
Is  it  possible  that  any  Member  of  the  Senate  can  have  really  argued 
so  ? It  is  averred,  but  can  it  be  true  ? I believe  it;  and  the  argu- 
ment I think  a very  logical  one.  There  is  wanting  only  an  ad- 
mitted premiss,  and  the  conclusion  cannot  be  questioned.  Given 
an  authenticated  Medical  “ Confession  of  Faith,”  required  by  statute 
and  usage  to  be  signed  by  all  the  Professors  of  Medicine,  and  it 
will  follow  that  they  must  teach  accordingly  within  the  College. 
But  alas ! for  the  conclusion  of  the  matter.  They  had  come  with- 
out their  bond;  and  so  forfeited  not  only  the  pound  of  flesh,  but 
what  more  will  have  to  be  paid  by  way  of  public  penance  for  so 
grave  a crime.  No  Medical  Creed  had  ever  been  heard  of  in  the 
Senate;  and  the  Faculty  of  Medicine  were  in  such  haste  to  bring  up 
their  Resolution,  that  they  had  neglected  to  prepare  one.  And  so 
the  matter  ended;  not  one  Member  of  any  of  the  other  Faculties,  as 
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I understand,  shewing  any  inclination  for  the  business.  The  motion 
is  stated  to  have  been  withdrawn,  as  having  been  ii-regular  by 
defect  of  due  notice.  The  next  notice  of  such  a proceeding  will,  no 
doubt,  contain  a distinct  reference  to  the  new  creed,  which  we  shall 
all  be  curious  to  see.  Even  then,  I cannot  imagine  how  they  pro- 
pose to  get  over  the  difficulty,  that  the  alleged  heresy  is  not  taught 
within  the  University.  We  shall  wait  with  much  interest  to  learn 
what  their  next  step  is  to  be.  In  the  meantime,  I claim  their  thanks 
for  thus  directly  communicating  to  the  Patrons  their  benevolent, 
liberal  intentions  in  the  matter,  which  it  was  their  purpose  to  make 
known  through  the  Senatus. 

So,  for  the  present,  ends  the  Third  Act  of  this  Conspiracy.  I 
have  been  informed  that  in  other  quarters  steps  are  being  taken  with 
a view  to  its  farther  development;  but  I shall  not  detain  in  my  hands 
what  I have  already  written  until  the  completion  of  the  Fifth  Act. 
Should  it  appear  necessary,  I may  have  something  more  to  say  on 
the  subject.  In  the  meantime,  I am  anxious  that  what  has  already 
taken  place  should  be  publicly  known;  thus,  what  is  to  come  will  be 
the  better  attended  to. 

Hitherto  I have  assumed  the  position  of  stern,  uncompromising 
hostility  to  the  various  proceedings  on  which  I have  found  it  my 
duty  to  comment.  At  the  same  time,  I believe  myself  to  have  in  no 
instance  transgressed  the  right  limits  of  such  controversy.  I have 
made  no  personal  attacks,  and  have  imputed  no  unworthy  motives. 
The  questions  of  this  nature  which  appear  on  the  face  of  Mr  Pope’s 
statement  are  not  of  my  suggestion.  I shall  be  the  first  to  regret 
if  I have  misrepresented  any  of  these  transactions;  but,  as  I have 
founded  my  judgment  and  my  arguments  upon  the  authentic  records, 
by  embodying  these  in  this  Letter,  I have  put  my  readers  in  a posi- 
tion to  correct  for  themselves  any  errors  into  which  I may  have 
fallen. 

I am  very  unwilling  to  end  this  Letter  without  adding  a few 
words  of  earnest  friendly  remonstrance.  Did  I feel  less  than  I do 
the  high  dignity  of  the  physician’s  vocation,  and  remember  less  how 
many  great  and  true  men  have  laboured  in  it,  painfully  and  magna- 
nimously, for  the  good  of  mankind,  I should  be  less  affected  than  I 
now  am  by  the  conduct  to  which  I have  had  to  refer.  If  I had 
little  faith  in  the  past  achievements  or  future  possibilities  of  medi- 
cine as  a science  or  as  an  art,  any  discredit  which  might  be  attached 
to  it  would  hardly  move  me.  I confess  it  is  far  otherwise.  Believ- 
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mg  that  there  are  great  conquests  in  reserve  for  it,  I cannot  regard 
with  indifference  the  erection  of  ill-considered  barricades  which  will 
inevitably  retard  its  progress.  Their  builders,  no  doubt,  intend 
that  its  progress  in  one  direction  only  shall  thus  be  impeded;  but 
the  introduction  and  culture  of  such  a spirit  in  science  tends  neces- 
sarily to  its  stagnation.  Science  advances  by  growth,  not  by  mere 
accretion;  and  to  obstruct  its  free  expansion  in  any  part  is  to  dwarf 
it.  If  I think  it  probable,  judging  from  its  history,  that  the  Homoeo- 
pathic system  is  destined  to  exert  much  influence  on  the  healing  art, 
I have  no  doubt  at  all  that  the  attempt  to  repress  it,  or  any  other 
practical  system  honestly  pursued,  by  means  of  insults  and  penal 
measures,  will  only  degrade  medicine;  for,  observe  that  here,  as  in 
higher  things,  such  means  of  repression  have  no  necessary,  no  natu- 
ral relation  to  Truth;  for  once  that  they  are  used  on  her  side,  they 
will  be  at  least  ten  times  employed  against  her. 

It  may  be  thought  that  Hahnemann  and  his  disciples  have  not 
contributed  much  as  yet  towards  medical  science;  but  will  any  can- 
did and  well-informed  observer  refuse  to  admit  that  they  have  con- 
tributed something?  Is  it  nothing  to  have  insisted  on  the  exact 
observation  and  detailed  recording  of  the  action  of  medicines?  Are 
there  not  new  and  valuable  remedies  now  coming  into  common  use, 
which  they  introduced?  Has  not  the  general  practice  of  the  profes- 
sion, as  regards  the  use  of  drugs,  been,  during  late  years,  sensibly 
affected  by  the  infinitesimal  doses?  Let  them  be  quite  sure  that 
they  have  assimilated  into  the  body  of  medical  science  all  the  nutri- 
ment to  be  derived  from  this  source,  before  they  contemptuously 
and  permanently  sever  themselves  from  it. 

Again,  if  belief  in  the  efficacy  of  infinitesimal  doses  be  a delusion, 
is  it  so  very  hurtful?  In  the  present  state  of  the  art  of  healing, 
when  so  many  of  its  distinguished  practitioners  have  to  record  a de- 
crease of  faith  in  drugs,  with  increased  experience  of  disease,  is  it 
not  greatly  safer  to  give  too  little  medicine  than  too  much?  And  if 
it  be  a mischievous  delusion,  to  be  discountenanced,  and,  if  possible, 
dispelled,  are  obloquy,  persecution,  contempt,  insult,  directed  against 
its  sincere  and  earnest  votaries,  the  means  which  duty  or  wisdom 
urges  for  its  defeat  or  extinction?  On  the  contrary,  does  not  all 
history  teach  us,  that,  instead  of  dissipating  any  vaporous  form  of 
belief,  the  uniform  effect  of  persecution  is  to  crystallise  it  into  per- 
manency? Let  the  Practitioners  of  Homoeopathy  continue  mixed 
with  the  general  body  of  physicians,  and,  if  the  system  be  false,  the 
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stronger  truth  which  the  others  hold  will  ere  long  supplant  and  ex- 
terminate it.  Let  them  be  put  out  of  communion,  and,  by  external 
pressure,  condensed  into  a distinct  sect,  having  no  intercourse  with 
the  rest  of  the  profession;  then,  true  or  false,  it  may  be  safely  pre- 
dicted of  the  system,  that  it  has  a long  life  in  prospect.  From  that 
time  forward,  its  young  alumni  will  seldom  come  into  close  contact 
with  the  other  forms  of  medical  belief;  they  will  be  nursed  in  sepa- 
rate institutions;  in  which,  during  their  whole  course  of  instruction, 
it  will  be  instilled  into  their  receptive  minds,  that  the  Homoeo- 
pathic is  the  one  all-inclusive,  all-sufficient  system  of  knowledge  and 
practice  in  that  department  of  the  profession;  and  he  will,  indeed, 
be  zealous  for  orthodoxy  who  has  much  hope  of  reclaiming  them 
after  such  training.  Even  now,  in  consequence  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Colleges  and  the  Medical  Faculty,  some  of  the  adherents 
of  the  persecuted  faith  have  begun  to  agitate  for  such  exclusive 
institutions. 

Let  the  persecution  advance,  and  certainly  it  will  result  in  their 
establishment.  That  such  a consequence  would  be  highly  injurious 
to  our  Universities,  and  to  the  general  education  of  the  students  of 
medicine,  I have  no  donbt.  If  the  Homoeopathists  get  into  their 
own  hands  the  power  of  granting  Degrees  in  Medicine  (which  will 
obviously  be  necessai’y  if  the  University  Degrees  are  denied  to  them), 
they  will  be  enabled  to  affect  the  general  body  of  practitioners  far 
more  widely  than  they  now  can;  and,  like  all  young  licensing  bodies, 
they  will  be  tempted  to  lower  the  standard  of  education.  At  any  rate, 
they  will  thus  come  into  distinct  competition  with  the  old-established 
Colleges.  I cannot  suppose  those  who  are  now  engaged  in  the  cru- 
sade against  Homoeopathy  to  be  indifferent  to  this  result;  and  I 
might  wonder  at  their  present  tactics,  were  I not  aware  that  an  in- 
solent contempt  of  their  advancing  opponents  conceals  from  them 
the  serious  nature  of  the  contest. 

The  course  of  Homoeopathy  exhibited  in  its  history  might  correct 
their  judgment.  So  might  familiarity  with  its  literature,  or,  still  more, 
personal  intercourse  with  the  more  distinguished  of  its  professors. 
It  is  singular,  that  the  President,  and  the  other  Members  of  the 
College  of  Physicians,  who  had  recently  an  opportunity  of  meeting 
with  Dr  Arneth,  of  Vienna,  as  a specimen  of  the  Continental  Ho- 
moeopathists, should  not  have  formed  a juster  estimate  of  the  sys- 
tem and  its  adherents,  than  their  Resolutions  express.  There  are 
those,  too,  living  among  us,  whose  ability,  acquirements,  and  disin- 
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terestedness,  daily  teach  the  same  lesson.  If  we  will  shut  our  ears 
against  the  truth,  it  is  true  we  can  do  it;  and  the  Truth  in  her  ad- 
vance will  then  pass  us  by;  nay,  but  if  we  will  not  go  out  to  seek 
her,  prepared  to  do  her  homage,  although  she  appear  in  meanest 
clothing  and  in  lowliest  places,  we  shall  hardly  find  her.  If  we 
make  up  our  minds  beforehand,  in  what  form,  from  what  quarter, 
with  what  accompaniments  her  approach  is  to  be,  our  pre-judgments 
will  be  our  only  conclusions. 

Finally,  I adjure  our  medical  friends,  as  they  regard  the  dignity 
of  their  profession,  as  they  desire  the  advance  of  science,  as  they 
value  sincerity  and  ingenuousness,  as  they  confess  allegiance  to  the 
laws  of  nature,  which  will  receive  no  dictation  from  man;  above  all, 
as  they  would  not  be  found  doing  injustice  and  cruelly  oppressing 
the  innocent;  in  short,  as  they  feel  the  claims  of  highest  Duty,  I 
adjure  them  to  pause  ere  it  be  too  late,  and  willingly  to  retrace 
their  steps,  lest  ignominiously  they  may  afterwards  be  compelled  to 
retreat  from  their  present  false  and  discreditable  position. 

I have  the  honour  to  be, 

My  Lord  Provost  and  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

AN  ALUMNUS  OF  THE  UNIVERSITY. 


APPENDIX. 


“ At  Edinburgh,  and  within  the  College  Hall  there,  the  ninth  day 
of  May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-one  years,  an 
Extraordinary  Meeting  of  the  Ptoyal  College  was  held,  pur- 
suant to  a Resolution  agreed  to  at  the  last  Quarterly  Meeting, 
and  of  which  Extraordinary  Meeting  due  notice  was  given  by 
billets  sent  to  all  the  Fellows. 

“ Dr  Simpson,  President,  in  the  chair.  Roll  called,  and  absentees 
fined. 

“Dr  Alexander  Wood,  the  Honorary  Secretary,  reported  the 
circumstances  which  led  the  Council  to  believe  that  the  time  was 
now  come  when  it  was  necessary  to  take  some  steps  in  regard  to 
those  Fellows  of  the  College  who  had  professed  themselves  Homoeo- 
pathic Practitioners. 

“The  following  Resolutions  were  moved,  seconded,  and  unani- 
mously agreed  to: — 

“ 1.  That  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians  of  Edinburgh  did  se- 
veral years  ago  publicly  express  its  opinion  of  Homoeopathy  and 
Homoeopathic  Practitioners,  by  peremptorily  declining  to  admit 
into  its  body  a candidate  for  its  Fellowship  who  belonged  to  that 
denomination,  and  consequently  that  no  Fellow  of  the  College  can 
possibly  be  ignorant  of  the  light  in  which  all  those  who  practise 
Homoeopathy  are  regarded  by  the  College. 

“ 2.  The  College  regret  that,  notwithstanding  this  decided  ex- 
pression of  their  opinion,  more  than  one  of  its  Fellows,  after  being 
admitted  in  a different  character,  have  endangered  the  reputation  of 
the  College  by  becoming  Homoeopathic  Practitioners;  and  the  Col- 
lege expi’ess  an  earnest  hope  that  these  Fellows,  seeing  that  they 
have  thus  virtually  separated  themselves  from  the  College,  will 
spontaneously  sever  their  further  connection  with  an  Institution 
which  repudiates  them,  and  from  which  they  derive,  as  merely 
nominal  Fellows,  nothing  else  than  a false  position  and  a spurious 
credit. 

“ 3.  The  College  feel  the  more  bound  thus  to  express  their  opinion, 
inasmuch  as  those  of  the  Fellows  who  have  become  Homceopathists, 
or  any  other  Medical  Practitioners  who  follow  Homoeopathy,  must 
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necessarily  be  aliens  to  the  other  Fellows,  and  to  the  profession  at 
large;  inasmuch  as  no  Fellow  of  this  College,  nor  any  other  physi- 
cian, can,  by  any  possibility,  without  derogating  from  his  own  honour, 
and  from  the  honour  of  the  profession,  meet  Practitioners  of  Homoeo- 
pathy in  consultation,  or  co-operate  with  them  in  the  other  common 
duties  of  professional  life. 

“ 4.  That,  although  the  College  has  hitherto  not  thought  it  expe- 
dient to  take  any  active  steps  for  disclaiming  those  Fellows  who 
have  become  Homoeopathic  Practitioners  subsequently  to  their  ad- 
mission to  the  College,  nevertheless,  since  it  has  the  power  of  dealing 
summarily  with  those  who  act  in  a manner  so  unbecoming  the  cha- 
racter of  a physician,  it  reserves  its  right  to  exercise  this  power 
when  it  shall  be  so  advised. 

“ It  was  further  moved : — 

“ That  the  College  having  found  it  necessary  at  length,  and  very 
reluctantly,  to  take  action  in  regard  to  those  Fellows  who,  having 
entered  the  College  in  a different  character,  have  subsequently  avowed 
themselves  to  be  Homoeopathic  Practitioners,  remit  to  the  Council  to 
direct  copies  of  this  and  the  foregoing  fii'st  four  Eesolutions  to  be 
transmitted  by  the  Secretary  to  all  such  Fellows  as  are  now,  or  may 
hereafter  be,  known  to  have  acted  in  this  way,  trusting  that  this 
may  lead  them  to  withdraw  from  the  College.” 

This  Resolution  was  also  unanimously  adopted. 
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